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L HERE is in moſt men who have 
ttom the path of rectitude, and 4rbated'oth 
with and inſuſtice, an unhappy propen- 

ſity to juſtify or extenuate their ow•n conduct: 
„in ſome minds, this corrupt diſpoſitlon bo-. 
comes ſo prevalent, as to lead them to clumniate 
blacken the characters of thoſe whom tlie 1 
e inured· They fondly ſuppoſe, that pla- 
ing their opponents in a light conſpieuduſſ ::: 
odloue, will withdraw the obſetver's attention 7} 
from their own temper and conduct; or at leaſt 
ſoften his. reflections upon them. "This 1 

generous policy appears to have influenced + 7 
George Markham, in his public oppoſitfon to 

the ſybſcribers and others, lately his priſbnets' 
m York Caſtlo, for thelr conſtlentious refbfilto 
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Though this mode of . ſo unjuſt 64 | 4 


dlſhonourable, is often found amongſt men, we 


muſt own, that we did not expect a repetition 14 


: | 
"SY 


ol it from our proſecutor. Knowing that the _ | 


| abuſe and miſrepreſentations contained in his 


firſt pamphlet, had been fully detected and ex- 


poſed, we believed that he would have been 


ſenſible of the weakneſs of his cauſe, and of the 


cenſure to which his conduct had juſtly ſubjected 


him. But this expectation has not been rs APY 
He has again come forward; and laid us under 


the neceſſity of expoſing his art and ſophiſtry, 


and of further ane, the true character of 


the man. | 
Many of our friends aro of opinlon, that 
George Markham's reply to our“ Defence,” is 


ſo deſtitute of ſound and fair reaſoning, and ſo ' | 


replete with calumny and abuſe, that it contains. 


its own antidote z and is unworthy of an an- 
ſwer. We think that theſe obſervations, with 
roſpect to the greater part of readers who may 
peruſe the controverſy, are ſtrictly. juſt 4 but as 


there may be ſome, on whoſe minds, the plauſl. 


Vility and confidence of George Markham may 


impoſe, we feel it incumbent upon us to reſume 


the painful taſk of publicly vindicating our- 


ſelves, though in ſo doing we ſhall be conſtrained 


to ſet our proſecutor in a very unamiable light. 
But as he has deliberately provoked this ani- 
madverſion, we hope that our readers will not 


think that we are intemperately ſevere z oe. 


chat 


_ 


„ 


that} on lch a mind, the language of 8 
remonſtrance can now have any effect.“ oY 
reſpect which is due to the public, as Well as te 
ourſelves, will, however, prevent us from viblats + - 
ing the rules of deceney and good manners, N 
abuſe or provocation given by George Markham, 
ſhall make us forget the laws of decorum; and 
Imitate him in a mode of proceeding, nch we: 7M 
conſider as highly reprehenfible⸗»„ 
Bauoefore we enter on the chief points of the 
edmoverly in Which we are engaged, it ſeems 
proper to malte a few femarks on ſome of 
George Markham's Introductory and detached 
obſervatlons. And We hope that, through the 
whole of our labour, we ſhall treſpaſs on the 
reader's time and attention as little as | 
by confining ourſelves to as ſhort ſtrictures * 
the nuture of the ſubſecte will admie. 
In the pamphlet before us, George Markham 
Rill perſiſts in Qiling" himſelf the perſecuted 
party : and this on the ground of hie belng the 
| mee mu 9 74 "Ne is the ee 
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my 
4005 N. e e e 10 the te 
ſent nceafion,, A preacher who thought jt js duty, it «ddreiag « 38 
congregation, to deal very freely with ſome of them, was nſked after« Wh: 
 watds, by a perſoh Who probably felt himſelf hurt, Whether he had | 
ever heard the ſaying, „That ſoft knocks open hard blocks.” The 
prescher fighifled, that He knew It well bat that there was ſome 
wood, ſo decayed at heart, that ſbſt ard gentle blows ſerved only to 
drive the wedge to the head, without cleaving the woody 1 that 


ſuch blocks were beſt rl ven 70 few Wen lively W 
e Truth, 5 10, 6 
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tor; and we the perſons proſecuted; and, tw 
fore, he infers, that we are his per/earutore,” This | 
is a ſpecies of logic which we cannot compre. - 

hend. If they who are ſubjected to ſevere laws, 
enforced by an unrelenting man, can properly _ 
be called his perſecutors; the meaning of the 
terms per/ecutor and perſecuted, hitherto adopted, 


muſt be completely reverſed, On the principle 


laid down by our opponent, the haughty Ne- 


buchadneszer was perſecuted by Shadrach, Me. 
ſhech and Abednego, who diſputed the rectitude 
of his demands, and could not in conſelence. 
comply with laws which he put in force agalnſh 
them. George Markham ſeems to feel that he 
has been {Influenced by à perſecuting ſplrlt; for 
his endeavours to repel the charge ſor ve only to 
faſten It upon him, 8 
This artful man le very ſolleltous to prevent 
the publle ſympathy In, our favour; and la- 
bours* to ſhew that we are unworthy of It. 
But facts will ſpeak for themſelves: Oppreſſien 
will intereſt the feelings of generaus minds 
againſt the oppreſſor, whatever may be the 
art and plauſibility, with which he endesa - 
vours to intercept their indignation againſt 
himſelf, and their compaſſion for the injured. 
On the uprightneſs of our conduct, and the 


ſeverity of eee Markham s vans + I 


; 2 « « More Tem," p · 7 


. 


my . s 5 BR 
4 bear reſt ou claim to an intereſt the, 


- Our, proſecutor hs 
« CT previouſly to his appeal, various 


narratives of our ſufferings on his account 5 * 


„ one of which, he ſays, * appeared laſt year 
« under the title of Strictures on the conduct 
of the Rev. George Markham, vicar of Carle- 

ton, in Yorkſhire, abounding in abuſe and 


« ſcandalous miſrepreſentatlons of the meaſures 
t which 1 had employed to recover my Tubs 
t tracted tithes, This work they introduced 
« to the public as coming from the pen of a 


« Mr. Charles Wilſon, profeſſing himſelf to be 


% member of the church eſtabliſhment, 1 


« took no notlee of the ſcarftlals It contalned; | 
« It 1s now acknowledged by the Quakers! own 


« agent at York, that Charles Wilſon was a 


man of ſfiraw.” On this point, we obſerve, - © 


that previouſly to our Defence, we publiſhed 


was neceſſary to ſhew the public the ground: of 


our confinement, and to prevent reflections on 
our character. When George Markham's 
Truth for the Seckers” appeared, we were 
indeed forced into controverſy, by the 
ereriden virulent attacks Which he made upon es 
ard to the? « og ee, ca 9 8 
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nothing but a ſhort ſtate of our caſe: ; Which 


Ka 
to, we aſſert, that, ſo far from having introducit} 
them to the public, as coming from the pen of 


Charles Wilſon, nelther we, nor the Society of 


which we are members, had any concern In the 
work, or in its publication, We knew nothing 
of it till ſome time after its appearance; nor do 
we yet know its author, It contains matfer 
and form inconſiſtent with our principles z and 
as we do not merit the charge of duplicity laid 
againſt us, we are not anſwerable for the con- 
tents of the book, We are at a loſs to account 


for George Markham's forming ſo groſs a2 


miſrepreſentation, unleſs it were intended to 


leſſen the odium of his own obloquy, by charg- 
ing us with publiſhing a book againſt him, 


which he ſays *<* abounds in abuſe and ſcandal- 
- ous miſrepreſentations of his meaſures; * and 


which, therefore, hemight pretend, would juſtify | 
retaliation. From this ſpecimen of the high _ 


tone and confidence, with which George Mark- 
ham can advance poſitions perfectly groundleſs, 
the reader will naturally be on his guard, 

againſt the bold and impoſing air of truth, that 


may accompany many of his other declarations. 
George Markham has been very free in his 


cenſures bn the religious Society of which we 
are members; and has interſperſed his invecti ves 


againſt them throughout his preſent perform- | 
ance. He ſuffers himſelf to be ſo far tranſported 


with paſſion, as to call them hypocrites, and to 
intimate that if r are not quite rogues and 


Lad 5 


1 4 „„ 
Frantic hon; they en * arg 


deſerve the indulgence, which the Legiſlature of 


their country has granted to them. It is a blefing. 


to this people that they have long lived under 
the government and protectlon of men of a very 
different ſpirit, from that which actuates this 
uncharitable and violent perſon. We have too 


much reaſon; to believe, that if it had been in 


his power, he would long ſince have deprived 


them of both the lenity and the protection of 


government; and © driven every Quaker, not 


only out of his pariſh, but out of the kingdom 


too.“ That we may not be ſuppoſed to charge 
him unjuſtly, with having calumniated this ſo- 


ciety, we ſhall quote ſome of chis SORIA / 0 ; Wh. 


J WE 1 5 
i phiſoſophic mind. it will appeat an 


* object of ſome curioſity, to behold a people, 


1 diſtinguiſhed. at- firſt by all the openneſs and 


: ce boldneſs, 28 well AS. the lofty. pretenſions of | 


« the wildeſt enthuſiaſm, exchanging that blunt 
*ferocity for an hypocriſy beyond all example, 


« in ancient or modern hiſtory; though tine- 

« tured, Kill with their original pride, and a 
* cunning which is able eyen to turn the freaks 
and extravagancies of former times to their 


« worldly advantage. 44 With ſeveral comt 


« mendable cuſtoms and qualities, they conjoin, | 


7 « More Truth,” p. 4 


of ſuch men: and he thinks that they do abs | 
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. & jn the intereourſes of life, a dexterity border 


ing on trickiſhneſs and roguery. And who- 5 5 


ever is drawn into a litigation with the 
© honeſt Quakers, inſtead of obtaining from 


e them either coat or cloak, may think him- 


« ſelf very fortunate, if he eſcape with a ſhirt to 
& his own back.” *= And although the reh- 
* gious' zeal of the honeſt Quakers be very 
* much cooled, as already obſerved, they find it 
ee convenient ſtill to take advantage of certain 
e indulgencies, granted in commiſeration to 
1 < fincere — $1344 of 
If theſe illiberal effuſions are not tthe language 
of crazineſs, they are certainly much worſe. 
They are the intemperate ſallies of a mind which 
is accountable for its voluntary extravagance; 
and which debaſes itſelf by the proſtitution of 
its powers. The integrity and reputation of 
the ſociety which he labours to traduce, require 
not our feeble aid to ſupport them; and are too 
well eſtabliſhed to be tarniſhed by the breath of 
envy and malice. To what cauſe are we to at. 
tribute this general attack upon a Whole claſs 
of people, when his conteſt lay only with a few 
obſcure individuals? His aſpiring and indignant 
mind ſeems to have ſcorned a victory over a 
few poor members of this ſociety; and to have 
hurried him on to deſtroy, if poſſible, the cha- 
kacter of us all together. On this occaſion we 
* More Truth, p. 9. f bbid. 13. 
N ps ie: 3 TREES 


were” autarally talent Alt; kcbüdud er 3 


Haman, of diſhonoured memory, wich reſpect oY 
| to Mordecai and the Jewiſh people: and N * tha 


muſt take the liberty of calling. 

ham's attention to the fate of this 1 

perſecutor. On his own head may recoil that 

infamy, which he is Lo a Er: ou 

bring upon others. 
The weapons of falſchood una aten his. 

not to be ſufficiently pointed, for this ungene- 

rous man's purpoſe : he employs alſo the ſhafts 

ol ridicule againſt the Society. At pages 15 and 

31, he relates ſeveral contemptible tales, which 

appear to be either his on invention, or the 

invention of minds congenial with his ow] n. 

They who can find pleaſure irf* fabricating — 1 

retailing ſuch ſcurrilous anecdotes, betray a 

low taſte; and are to be pitied for the paucity of * 

their rational amuſements. As it concerns George 

Markham to believe that ridicule is not a teſt of 

truth, he probably does not believe that it is: but 

a little knowledge of human nature is ſuſſi- 

client to teach him, that, if he can ſet his 

nents in a ridigulous point of view, and make 

his readers laugh at their expenſe, he will pre. - 

poſſeſs many againſt the cauſe of ſuch opponents, | 

and in favour of his own. As, however, the 

candid and judicious, whom it is of moſt im- 
ortance to convince, will ſee through and de- 

Ipiſe ſuch ftale and low artifice, he will, upon 

the whole, loſe more by the trick than he can 


ſlibly 
x Anrant tl anni a AE Cc e 70 
rap #4} Kun, e . oNec Horned 
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allege : * Whereay, by reaſon of an ___ ſcruple of conſcience, 


cw) 


. poſſibly gain. - But what ſhall. we ay of 1 
angry man's virulent reproaches, and ſcurriluus 
tales levelled at the ſociety, when we conſider, 


him as one that profeſſes to be a preacher of the 
Goſpel of peace and benevolence? Where is that 
meekneſs, in which thoſe that oppoſe him ſhould. 
be inſtructed ! Where the charity for thoſe that 
differ from him in opinion | Where the tender, 

ſolicitude for the welfare of his fellow men ! 

Whatever good inſtructions his hearers may 
receive on the ſubjects of meekneſs, moderation, 


and a true chriſtian ſpirit, they muſt ſurely be 


deſtitute of that animating principle, the power 
of a correſpondent example, 

There is a particular reflection of George | 
Markham againſt this ſociety, which we ſhall. 


take a little notice of, though it ſcarcely de- 


ſerves it. In quoting the preamble of the 
Statute of William III. which ſays, 4 Whereas; 
by reaſon of a pretended ſcruple of conſcience, 
&c.“ he exultingly ſubjoins, The good Friends 
e will do me the juſtice to obſerve, that not 
* only I, but even the Legiſlature, for more 
©*than a century, has deemed their ſcruples to 
te be pretended,” It is probable that the makers 
of this law did not believe the ſcruple to be 
well founded: but whatever idea they annexed 


to * word ae it is ladifpurae hu 


* We preſume that. the Legiſlature uſed this word as oe to 


* 


[3 $ 
a. 4 1 
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for it is rather abſurd to imagine that the Le-. 
giſlature would have granted theſe. people the 
privileges* of this law, on the ground of their 
ſeruple of conſcience, if they had believed that 
no ſuch ſeruple exiſted. But ſuppoſing that the 


Legiſlature had acted ſo inconſiſtently with their 
ſentiments, it would only thence follow, that 
the principles and conduct of this Society, were 


not, at that early period, and by the tramers of 
that law, ſo fully known and acknowledged, as 
they have fince been. The reader, by peruſing 
an Act of Parliament, paſſed the 8th of Geo. I. 


chap, 6. will perceive the ſentiments which the 


Legiſlature entertained of the members of this 
Society, at a much later period, and after: they 
had given full proof to the world of their con- 
duct Gn life, and the nature and tendency of 
their principles. In the preamble of this Act, 


are the following words: And whereas it is 
e evident, that the ſaid people called Quakers, 


e have not abuſed the liberty and indulgence 
« allowed to them by Law; and they have 
given teſtimony of their fidelity and affection 
50 to his G var! ws Mmmm of the 


\®Theſe ate were VOOR for the benefit of the its to pe- 


vent their being liable to expenſive ſuits, for reſuſing to pay Tithes on 


ſerupler of conſcience, by giving an appurent compulſory method of levy- 155 


ing en and _ cuſtomary payments, in a ſummary way. 
| Opinion of Lord Mangfield, reported in Burn's Iuſliee 
hy: Foe and ans” ook „ 
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| 60 Crown in the Proteſtant line | and it is rea- 


« ſonable to give them tarther eaſe and relief, 
« Ne. This is an unequivocal and honourable 
teſtimony in favour of the Society z and we truſt, 


that the peaceable, loyal, and upright deport» 


ment of its members, will ever entitle them to 
the protection of government, ſecure the eſteem 
of the wiſe and good, and bear down the calum- 


nies of unreaſonable men. 


Having diſcuſſed a few italian matters, 
we now proceed to the chief ſubſects of the dif 
pute. And that the reader may have ſome 
elew to guide him, ſome reſting places, amidit 
the variety of facts and allegations brought for. 
ward in the controverſy, we ſhall arrange what 
we have to advance, in the order following, 
Woe ſhall conſider George Markham's conduct 


at the commencement of the buſineſs, and be- 


fore the Juſtices; the proceedings in the Court 
of Exchequer ; his confinement of us in priſon, 
and his conduct towards us in that ſituation 
his diſpoſition and treatment of us, ſince our 
releaſe: and then we ſhall advert to ſuch Inch- 


dental matters, ns come not properly under any 


ok thoſe heads: aſter which ſome obſervations 
will be offered on the ſubject of 'Tithes, and the 


religious principles of our Society nat paying 


them. 8 
When George Markham uſſumed the Yule 


of Carlton, and the apparent charge of the 


Firitual welfare of his pariſhioners, how did he 


£ 


a conduct ſo derogatory to the credit of his 


0 


act on the occaion ? He ſeems to nave repaired | 
to the object of his deſires, rather 4 as. the 
Eagle that haſteth to the prey,“ than 16 'n 
meſſenger of the goſpel of peace. Inſtead 
of labouring to inſtruct the Ignorant, to re- 
form the vicious, and to comfort the afflicted 
it appears t0 us that his greateſt ſolicitude was, 


cCeſſors,“ and to increaſe. his. own revenue, gt 
| the expenſe of many who were eurning 6 
{lender ſupport. by the ſweat of thelr brows: | 
Inſtead of bringing upon himſelf “ the bleſſing 
*.of thoſe that were ready to periſh, and maks« 
* ing the widow's heart to ſing for ſoy;“ has 
he not increaſed the burdens of the poor, and 
made himfelf a word of reproach in the mouths 
of his pariſhioners } And yet this man, purſuing 


order, ſpeaks much of his labours and concern 


to ſearch Into the dormant elalms of his prede - 


for the intereſt of the church, and the honour = 


of an eccleſiaſtical eſtabliſhment,” * In proſecut« 
ing the. cluilms of the Vicar of Carlton, I have 
10 — (fays he,) and ſtill profeſy, to have 
4 been uctuated by a regard to the rights of the 
« church,” He ſeems to ſuppoſe, that the ſupport 
and reputation.of the church to which he be- 
longs, ure chlefly promoted by dexterous at- 
tompts to ſecure and multiply the great and 
n tithes 3 and we muſt own that hl 7 


e „% 16. v0; 
| | duct, 


(14) 


duct, in thi reſpeck, has been perfedily ect 
ſiſtent with his opinions, 


Impreſſed with theſe views, our wv 
made an early arrangement and demand of his 
elalms on the pariſh z and ſummoned ſeveral 
perſons, members of our Soclety, before a meet - 
Ing of the Juſtlees, to obtuln from them the 


Ilthes ſald to be due to him, As this . 


tion to the Juſtices, and the clreumſtanees at» 


tendlng it, are leading points to determine the 


juſtneſs of a part of our charges againſt George 
Markham, we ſball endeavour to ſet them be- 
fore the reader, in a clear and ſimple light. As 
the laws of the country, for which he profeſſes 
a great reverence, had ordained, for the eaſe of 
our Society, that tithes not exceeding the value 
of ten pounds, might be recovered before two 
Juſtices of the Peace, he could not, in the firſt 
inſtance, without a flagrant violation of falr- 


. neſs, refuſe to make his application accordingly, 


whatever might have been his ſecret intentions, 


Ihe perſons who were ſummoned appeared; 


and the Juſtices having examined the nature 
and circumſtances of the Vicar's claim, deemed 


it unreaſonable, as exceeding a tenth of the 
heabie ann :* and having diſcovered an 


—_—— 8 


* George Markham, at page * ceknowledges, that he rated « Ti | 
alt at Thirty Shillinge ; and ſays, „ it was u very moderate charge, 
He obſerves, „ that the cows in this patiſh generally ealve in the 
. the cuſtomary time of — the calves is 2 
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lter melley In the ummonſbe, dinIANA the. 
complalnant for that time] but intimate te 


him, that lf he would apply agaln, and make 
reaſonable demands, his elalms ſhould be at- 
tended to. This, however, George Markham 
refuſed ti do, Beveral of the other Friends then 
preſent, deſired that he would let them know 
his demand againſt them j but hls anſwer Was, 
that he would ſue every man in the Court ot 
Exchequer, and then they would know his de» 
mand. To prove the truth of this Ratement, 

we alleged the teſtimony of a reſpectable Juſtice 
of the Peace, who was preſent at the time, and 
who is the only ſurvivor of the Juſtices before 
whom they were ſummoned, - Finding this 


teſtimony to preſs painfully upon him, our pro- 


ſecutor has no means to evade*the force of it, 
but recourſe to a moſt ungenerous inſinuation 
againſt this magiſtrate. - There is no one (ſays 
I he) poſſeſſing the leaſt-knowledge of the gen- 


„hat muſt be the Rngliſh ealf that le not worth Thirty ShilKngy, a2 


„ ſeven months old Oa this point, it is proper to mention, that 


land if the part of the pariſh which was oerupled by the Defendants, is 


of a poor quality, and ſuitable only for ſmall cattle, That “ ſeven 
months is the euſtomary age of Tithing calves," is « new diſcovery, an 


| afferfion without foundetion. Burn, in le Reelefiaſtiesl Law, aut 


Bhaw in, bis Law. of Tithes, ſay, “ that calves are Tithenble at the time 
bf wennſng.“ It is Well-known that calvey intended for increaſe of 


bow, © 


Rock feldom ſuck many days; and! when deſigned for the butcher, ' 
ate but rately, in this part of the country, kept to the age of a month. . 


Any perſon, therefore, who evnfhdery, the price of 'eattle here, ur the 
driod referred to, Will eonclude, that when the ealves became 
theable, Fifteen Shilling: whs about their average value, The reader, 


by this ſpecimen, may Judge, whether the Juſtices had not ſullelens | 


ground for deeming he demande untesſvnable. 


ö 9 
et tleman 
* * 


 Itiſtanee, Without a flagrant violation of fairs 
neſs, refufe to make his application accordingly, 
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qu, in this reſpect, has been perfedily co. 
| ſiſtent with his opinions. 

Impreſſed with theſe views, our nt 
mide an early arrangement and demand of his 
claims on the pariſh ; and ſummoned ſeveral 


| perſons, members of our Society, before a meet= 
ing of the Juſtices, to obtain from them the 


Tithes ſaid to be due to him. As this applica: 


| ton to the Juſtices, and the circumſtances at- 
tending it, are leading points to determine the 


juſtneſs of a part of our charges againſt George 
Markham, we ſball endeavour to ſet them be. 
fore the reader, in a clear and ſimple light, As 
the laws of the country, for which he profeſſes 
a great reverence, had ordained, for the eaſe of 
our Society, that tithes not exceeding the value 
of ten pounds, might be recovered before two 
Juſtices of the Peace, he could not, in the firſt 


whatever might have been his ſeeret intentions, 


The perfons who were ſummoned appeared 


and the Juſtices having examined the nature 
and elreumſtanees of the Viear's elalm, deemed 
It unreaſonable, as exceeding a tenth of the 


titheable pony % and having. difeovered an 
Informality, 


® George Markham, at page 3, achnewieten, that he rated a Tie | 


Gai at Thirty Shillinge and ſays, It way a very moderate char 


He obſerves, „ that the cows in this pariſh generally ealve In the 
" ſpring : the W time of Tithing the enlves iy ""_ 
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f wewing." It iy well-known that calvey Intended for lnereals of 
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Infor malley in the fummonſes, difmiled tue 
complainant for that time; but intimateck to 
Him, that if he would apply again, and make 
reaſonable demands, his claims ſhould be at- 
tended to. This, however, George Markham 
refuſed tu do. Several of the other Friends then 
preſent, deſired that he would let them know 
his demand againſt them; but his anſwer Was, 


that he would ſue every man in the Court f 


Exchequer, and then they would know his de- 
mand. To prove the truth of this ſtatement, 
we alleged the teſtimony of a reſpectable Juſtice 
of the Peace, who was preſent at the time, and 
who is the only ſurvivor of the Juſtices before 
whom they were ſummoned, - Findling this 
teſtimony to preſs painfully upon him, our pro- 
ſeeutor has no means to evade 'the force of it, 
but recourſe to a moſt ungenerous inſinuatien 
againſt this magtſtrate: There is no one (ſays 
he) polleſſing the leaſt knowledge of the gen- 
„What muſt be the Raglifh calf that Is not worth Thirty Bhilliags, a4 
u fave ments old?” On this Point, it is proper de MEnVIGN, thay 
had in the part of the paridh which was serupled by the Defendanty, is 


of s por Qualliy, and fultable only for fall Rattle, That 4 faven 


months i4 the euftomary age of Tithing eaves," is « new affwevery, un 
affeetion without foundation; Burn, in Wy Eeelefiaſtivenl Law, and 
Shaw In bis Law of hes, fuy, & that calves are Tithenble af the time 


boek foldam ek many days; and} when deſigned for the butcher, 
ore but rately, In this part of the country, kept to the age ofs manth, 
Any perſon, therefare, who eunfhdery the price of eatile here, at the 
riod referred te, . will -conclude, that when the calves heeame 
theable, hen Shillinge was about thelr average value, The reader, 
by this ſpecimen, may Judge, whether the Juſtices had not ſuMiciend 


ground for deeming h demandyuprenſonnble, = "ny 


1 nell underſtand. how to eſtimate the weight = 
que to the opinion of that reſpedtable mo "0 


dence againſt himſelf, He ſeems to think that 
| reſpect is due to hm, as a Public Qffcer, as he is 


*tleman alluded to, pt, does not patfely y 


« ſtrate.“ ® 
This we believe to be nander ; wad an uh 


manly attempt to invalidate the force of evi- 


pleaſed to ſtile himſelf; and therefore he ought 0 
to have been peculiarly on his guard againſt 
wantonly aſperſing the character of a perſbn, in 


an office ſo important as that Which is held by 
this magiſtrate. But this is George Markham's 


favourite mode of defending himſelf againſt 
preſſing attacks z as the reader muſt have per» 


celved by the numerous ſarcaſmg which are in. 


terſperſed in his publications, 
From this account of our ene CON» 


duct before the magiſtrates, and his determina» 


tion to proſecute every one of us in the Court of 
Exchequer, we think we are warranted'in ſay- 
ing, that he was highly culpable, If the firſt 


ſummonſes or proceedings were irregular, ought 
he not to have cured the defect, by a ſecond ap- 
plication, rather than reſort to a tribunal ſo - 

expenſive and oppreſſive to men in ſtraitened. 
. circumſtances? Ought he not at leaſt to 


have. firſt tried the effect of an application 


inn the reſt of us whom' he oo. not vt 
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moned? _ 


Fre ttikingh, 3 as Ur, whit bis was then, us. 1 
« the Migiivitetwete init, andtheQuakers ui 


well Knew, prepared to quit the country 
* and, from the atrangements he had made f 
«'that end, could not walt there for the nbxt . 
4 ſelllons.“ This ts a very extraordinary aþo» 
logy for negleching concerns, which he thought 
of ſome moment to himſelf, and which cor. | 
talnly were {6 to us, That he ſhould be earneſtly 
deſirous of leaving the country, is not to bo 
wondered at. The ſcenes: of his oppreſſive 
exaftions, and the countenances of moſt of his 
rimioners, may well be ſuppoſed to have re. 
;rouched and troubled him. But that, in the 
mnldſt of purſulng his Intereſt, te» ſhould refolyg © 
| to leave It unſettled, is rather utaccountable, 
if his wiſh to be engaged in other purſuits, pre- 
vented him fromwaiting till the next ſeſſions, this 
could not, ſurely, be a ſufficient reaſon for n egle®t. 
ing the buſineſs /ever years from the time of the 
ſummons. That period elapſed, before he filed 
his Bill in the Exchequer againſt us: and duritig 
the whole of it, he did not make a fingle at- 
tempt to recover his demand. from any of us, 
before the Juſtices. At the time of his leaving. 
the country, it ſeerttis he was fo atixfous to ng 1 
raln the Wore of ils deres, that he _— N 
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wait till the next ſeſſions; and yet he reſin 
to engage in aproſecution, which would probably 
poſtpone the attainment of that object, for many 
years. This man muſt ſuppoſe his readers 


| bereft of common reflection, when he expects 


to perſuade them to believe him, on grounds fo 
palpably abſurd. What proportion could the 
inconvenience of a few months' delay, bear tq 
the evils of ſuits tedious and expenfive, both to 
himſelf and his pariſhioners ? Where was his 
humanity to others, or his ſelf- government, 


when he could make an election ſo pregnant 


with diſtreſs to us, and vexation to himſelf ? 


On this prepoſterous apology, we have only 


further to obſerve, that as he knew the objects 
for which he came into the country, and the 


Reps neceſſary to obtain them, he ſhould pre- 


viouſly have made correſpondent arrangements, 
We lament that he has been ſo attentive to his 
dwn little convenience, and ſo totally regardleſs 
of the material intereſts of others. I 
But this expert apologiſt has another reaſon 
for his determination. He ſays, « that if he 
* had been otherwiſe circumſtanced, it was 
« extremely manifeſt, that further application. 
60 would have been productive only of ome, £ 
& new ſubterfuge, or the ſecond edition of an 
« old one.” On what ground could this have, 
appeared ſo extremely manifeſt x Dig not 


® "Mare Trinh," * 25. 
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lie joftize declare, thilf if he Would apple 
again, zud make reaſonable demands, they 
woulch attend to his claims?! Was no credit due 
to their declaration ? He ſays, © that fix'or ſever 
2 *«*Magifrites£ ſat in judgment on this occaſion,” # 
| Two of them were the Earl of Effingham, and 
Henry Zouch 4 Cletgymdn of the Church of 
England: and is it credible that ſuch a number 
of Magiſtrates; and men of ſuch reſpectabillty, 
would either have acted impropetly, in the firſt 
Inſtance z ot have rejected 4 reaſondble and 
proper demand, if he had made a ſecond ap- 
plication ? His duty and intereſt prompted 
that application: : and if it had not ſucceeded, 
from the improper conduct of his judges, he 
would have had ſome conſolation in applying 
to another Court, and 4 better apology both | 
to his patiſtioners, and tri the public, its, Wl 
George Markham aſſerts, that the Magl- 5 
te ſtrates durſt not to have rejected his complaint 
e on the ground of his extravagant charge? 
we have given proof that the extravagance of 
it was tlie real ground of their rejecting it, But 
whether the informality of the ſummonſes, or 
the exorbitancy of the charge, or both of them E: 
ae, be ſuppoſed the reaſon of their deci» | 


our * aſks, „ How did that ue Magiſtrate roy 


what paſſed ia the breaſts, of the other Joſtices ? The anſwer'is ob» 
vious; there was not a diffentient voice; and George Markham, as 


well as all preſent, knew what was their opinion, by anc marked 
r of hiv n on that . | 
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93 fill it behoved him to make a ſecond ur : 
tempt, before he reſorted to the Court of Ex- 


chequer; and he cannot ſtand exculpated for 
having ſo precipitately reſolved on that meaſure, 


and ſo pertinaciouſly, for ſuch a length of time, | 


adhered, to his reſolution. | 
This ingenious man brings forward aather 


blow, for his proſecuting us in the Court of Ex 


chequer. He ſuſpected that we intended to 


plead moduſſes before the Juſtices ; and as this 


would, at laſt, have compelled him to take the 
meaſures he adopted, he ſeems to have thought 
it right to take them at firſt, *© That they did 
e intend (fays he) to plead moduſſes, had the 


=. grounds of my complaint been fully gone 
e into, cannot be doubted by any but them- 


6 ſelves. Of all the unjuſt pretences for treat- 
ing perſons with rigour, that ſeems to be the 
moſt culpable and extravagant, which acts on 


the principle, not of what men have done, but 
What the aggreſſor ſuppoſes they intended ts 
do. They who were then ſummoned, neither 
pleaded moduſſes before the Juſtices, nor gave 


the leaſt intimation of a deſign to do ſo, In 
ſhort, whatever George Markham may fay to 
the contrary, we, who ought beſt to know our 


owt views, aſſert, that we did not intend to 


offer any ſuch plea before the Juſtices. What- 


ever he might have ſuſpected on this ſubjeR, 


for which we never gave him any ground, n is 
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tried; 3 as the trial cool kave hook 
eaſily made, and his ſubſequent RO. 
would thereby have been more juſtiflable. 

We obſerved in our * Defence,” that t 
fairly preſumable we had no intention to plead - 


any moduſſes before the Juſtices, from the bar 


which that plea would have formed to their | 
| juriſdiction; and from the conſequent removal 

of the cauſe into a Court, where we knew we 
muſt meet with heavy expenſes, as well as the 


5 danger of impriſonment.” To this preſumptive 


argument, George Markham, with great con 
ſidence, replies; *1 will tell them that they knew 
* nothing of the matter at that” time; that 
< they were little apprehenſive df the danger of / 
= impriſonment ; and that the heavy expenſes | 
could be no conſideration with them, as, of 
e courſe, they would be ſupplied by their 80. 
« ciety. If George Markham had _— 
ie hiſtory of the ſufferings of this people, for 
not paying rithes, he, perhaps, would not have 


faid, that * we knew nothing of the matter! ? 


We knew much more of it than he apprehends; | 
We had, with ſorrow, peruſed the records of 
ruinous proſecutions, ; and deep diſtreſs, which | 
numbers of our Society had experienced on 
this occaſion ; "and under which nothing =" 
have fuppolted them, but the evidence of hav. 
ing acted uprightly, according. to the dictates of 
eee The remembrance of theſe affecti ing 
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3 what Ont Markh -har 
4 ſupplying the expenſes of their ſuffering mem. 
bers, he gives a freſh proof of his dilingenuity 1 v5 6g 
and perverſe determination to oppoſe the truth. RO, 


. 


„„ 0 WS: 
4 derte, had deen informed. u, ah 


ee . our We, 


By frequently quoting the ** ſtate of our caſe,” 


he appears to have carefully peruſed it: and 
he muſt have there ſeen an expreſs and poſitive 


declaration, that the Society has no fund for 


ſuch a purpoſe ; and that no pecuniary relief is 
afforded to thoſe, who ſuſtain loſſes of this na- 
ture, unleſs their neceſſities render them objects 


of charity; in which caſe, it is well known, 
the Society relieves all it Members,” To this 


u ſtate of out caſe,“ which ju hereunto annexed, 
we refer the reader, for more particular infor. 


| mtion on this point, as well as on various other 


ſubjects reſpecting the controverſy, # 
I "The mind of our proſecutor, fertile in excuſes; | 


has ſuggeſted another reaſon for his proceeding 
In the Exchequer, namely; that the tithes due 
to him from ſeveral of the defendants, amounted 


to a greater ſum than ten pounds, and that con. 


ſe quently It could not be recovered before the 
Juſtices. * That George Markham did not 


delleve that his claim againſt any of us eceeded 
ten pounds, may be fairly inferred froni his having | 


* mmoned befors the Juſtices, Henry 
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Keguer —— that Renn d c 
other" defendants. He muſt therefd | 


amount to jfve- 
it does not riſe ſo high as /wo pound. 


[nd rigorouſly forced us into the Cort of . 


e be w - Os 
known, that his demand againſt every: one b A 
us r eee before the May | . 19 
5 verſy, it appexrs, by ths Des of tis edurt 5 . 
Exchequer, that the greateſt ſam awarded 
againſt any one of us, when divided by the? 


number of years fixed by the Decree, does not 
pounde and it four e Wb 
after George Markham had avalled Ne of 8 
every advantage he thought proper, to ral 15 
the value of the tithes, he could not convinces : 
the Judges of the Court of Exchequer, that in 
any inſtance, they were worth fue pound: a year, 
with what regard to truth, can he intime 
that ſome of his demands. were above the j 


niſdition of the Magiſtrates ? a TE * 
The reader, as- well ut ourſelves, may | 4 4 


nearly wearled with purſuing George Markham 
through his various ſubterfuges on this ſublect. | 
We muſt, however, requeſt his patience, WII 55 4 
we examine the laſt attempt of our'proſecutor, 5 
to evade the reproach of kaving unneceſſarily = 


chequer.  Heignifies, that if he bad genes 
bis proſecution, he would have been 4 


of the operation of the Statute of Lit 1 
e he)! to beet Vf 
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46 «2a much en poſſible the control of the Statute.of t N 
« Limitations,” If this Statute operated again 
demands for tithes, he would have been In ng 
eater danger of control from it, had 6e 
eferred his ſuit a, few months longer, to try. 
the effect of a freſh and proper application to 


the _ Juſtices, But if we axe, well informed, tha 
atute of Limitations, does, not .control. ſuits 


P. 4733, 474, and in, Shaw's, Law Us Tithes, 
p. 461, 462. But whether the Statute does, or 


does not operate againſt ſuits for tithes, iy | 


Markham is inexcuſable in proſecuting. us in 
the Court of Exchequer. If it controls, theſe 


claims, he had ſeveral years to bring them for- 
ward, before it could operate; if it does, not. 


apply to them, why make a pretence of it, to 


julüty his reſort to another tribunal? 


Having, as we think, clearly ſhown thae, 3 I ; . | 


of the allegations made by George Markham, 
Was ſufficient to warrant the ſteps, that he has 5 


taken, we appeal to the reader, whether he is 
not gullty of having wilfully and deliberately 
loaded our little property with heavy. expenſes, 
and expoſed our perſons, to the hardſhips and 
dangers of impriſonment, ' If, in eee 
to the Juſtices' opinions, and tender regard to 
his pariſhioners, he had made a ſmall abatement 
| the valuation of articles; how much more 

1 * a teacher "Pp jon,” a, (wins ay pru · 
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| | g r tithes, The reader may ſee this opinion 
ſupported, in Burn's Ecdlefigftical Low, id val. 
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not, many of our readers will think it would be 


nts at the expenſe of the liberty an 
roperty of 
en this ſalutary reſtraint can be effect 

without diminiſhing the ſums recovered by the 


corge Markham's refuſal to purſue i | 
when the comparatively eaſy mode pre. 
ſrribed by the Ac of William III. we-doybe 


Wie and equitable in' the Legiſlature, to r eſtr ain ; 
fuck unreaſonable men from gratifying their 1 65 


their conſcientious | pariſhioners, 140 


that rigid and unrelenting ſpirit; Which was 
reſolved; at all hazards, to malntain dverù tits 
of its exactivns'! How much chagrin of mud, 
and how; many painful” retroſpeRts, would be 
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Clergy, nay, by eventually increaſing them, do e 


tion? Why mould an angry and imperious 
wan have it in his power, continually to ſhake 
the rod over his poor pariſhioners, and 


alarm 
them by the threats of impriſonment and 1 5 


64500 If it be the ſpirit of juriſdiion, to en» 


large, rather than contradt elf, ir wems to s 
1 duty ot law. makers to repreſs, that pm,, 
when ie becomes injurigus to the. community == 
and violates the principles of juſtice and ung 
policy. The Clergy, by, promoting ſuch a mea» 
Uh would WTO the "oy of acting on wiſe , 
Le 


„ 1 


not Jets and humanity demand the regulay” | 


tes 


und modetate principles, without relinquithin} | 
© particle of their intereſt : and, by oppoſing It 
| they may incur the cenſure due to'thoſe impo« 
tie landlords, who, inſtead of timely repalring 
thelr edifices, chooſe rather to riſk thelr total 
decay and demolition. An extenſion of the 
powers of the Act of William III. and George I. 
to all caſes of Tithes and Eccleſiaſtical demands, 
where the legal title is not in queſtion and in. 


caſe of ſults in other Courts, an entire prohlbi. 


tion of impriſonment, and a difallowance of 
coſts to the complainant, unleſs the defendant. 
act fraudulently z. would be rational and juſt, 
modifications of the preſent law. They would 


larged principles of chriſtian liberty, ſhall do 


34 away the whole ſuperſtructure which, compels 


the payment of tithes, 


We ſhall now follow George Mach lows 1110 % 
the Court of Exchequer, and examine whether 


his proceedings there, were not conſiſtent with 


the ſpirit which he wapifebed, in the outlet of ; 


the buſineſs, 


Our antagoniſt ſeems to pe * that our 8 "i 
principles ſhould haye led us paſſively to ſubmit _ 
to his proſecution in this Court; and to have 


taken his bill pro confeſ, without employing 


mn 4 to examine his Ws Lhe! might 


W 


More Truth,” p. 13. | 1 
have 


greatly relieve conſclentious ſufferers, till the 
time arrive, when the Legiſlature, on more en- 


—— 1 * as we int and ee, nay 


to purſue a different mode of conduct, we dit 


not implicitly ſubmilt to every principle and 


Though we believe. it ls our duty peſively to 
ſubmit. to the laws and legal decifions'of our 
country, we do not think that we are preluded 


from ſupporting our rights in courts: of law, 
againſt the unreaſonable demandy of our advers 


| —— or from peageable and reaſonable re- 


monſirances againſt laws that we judge to ba 

wrong or ſeyere. George Markham de very 

8 on all occaſlons, to derlde us as incons. + 
n 


1 ſtent In our prinelples and conduct: but his 
want of knowledge of our tenety, his unfalrneſy 


1 in repreſenting them, or his eagerneſs. to tra- 


duce us, defeats the end at which he aims, and 
refleds the reproach on himſelf... ”, 


charge, which he Was pleaſed; ta advance 


As our. proſecutor very ew ſuppoſed, 


that he might incur cenſure; for compelling 


to follow him into this expenſive Court, he has 


endeavoured to remove this cenſure; or at leaſt, 
to ſoften. it, by obſerving, that if he had been 
fo diſpoſed, he might have uſed us with much 
greater ſeverity... Thus apologizing for one act 
of rigour, by the merit ot having abſtained om 
another. In his firſt publication, he aſſerted for 
this purpoſe, that he might have 3 


Under the act called the Lo d's Ack; and __ 


now . 1 CR he might | have Wed us for 


| + 


" 
* 5 , .. 
. . , . 
* to, * * 
4 . \ $4 N 5 + £4 3 
* ' "WET 1 . ** 
8 4 — 4s. 
a 
3 - ” 
. 8 


. 4 INIT, Lite 75 101 | 


— 20 DEAT.” > 3, — 


—— —— 2 —— 024 > — — — — — — — —— — 
. : — 


covered. If he had proſecuted us in the Eecleſſaſ. 


(ab ) 


« the treble value of our predlal tithes, In an 
« a&lon for debt; or, in the Eccleſiaſtical Court, 


4 for the double value, with the tithes them» 


% ſelves, over and above the coſts, charges, and 
#-expenſes, We cannot, however, give him 

eredit, for any lenity on theſe occaſions, We 
do not believe that it was'in his power to tranſ- 


port us under the Lord's Act. Neither the 
deſign of that law nor the proviſions of it, would 
have applied to our caſe, or warranted ſuch an 
| a of extreme cruelty. With reſpect to an ac- 


tion of debt for the treble value, this would not 
have anſwered his purpoſe, ſinice he could have 
recovered for the predial tithes only; and for 
them, no more than he could prove had been 
ſubtracted. He wanted the advantage of forc- 


ing a diſcovery from the defendants of all their Hh 


titheable articles; and this could not be obtained 


by the propoſed ſuit. Beſides theſe obſtacles in 


the way to fuch'a mode of proceeding againſt us, 


another material. one muſt have occurred to 


him, that, in an action of debt on the ſtatute for 
treble value} he could recover no coſts, which, 

in caſe of a conteſt, might exceed the ſum re- 
tical-Court, he muſt have known that the effect 
would probably have been impriſonment for life 1 | 
and that he could get no other ſatisfaction; as, 
that Court cannot iſſue any proceſs to recover 


_ either tithes or. coſts, Beſides, he knew that if 
oh the defendants ſhould plead a modus in the 


Wy 


*% 


"ti 19 1 1 
Recleſaeal Con urt, that * would aid the 
Court of ity Juriſdi&on in the nu. 4 | 


From this ſtatement, and from George! wh. 
| ham's knowledge of the Law reſpecting tithes; 
and the nature of the ſuits for recovering them, 
we doubt not that he conſidered the Court * 5 
Exchequer, as the eee medium to a 8 
compliſh all his purpoſes; It might theres 
dere been! ſffcient for -this mn io ben 


eee, Anh: long impriſonment, without WT 
inſulting us with u ntounde INATIONS * 6 / | 
j . oe wa rbearance: 
publication's now under our notice, „ All perſiſts 1 
in declaring, that, to promote delay in the —4 5 
8 © we; made pretences; that we would pay his 
demands without” compulſion, ” in caſe the 
-modus were ſet aſicle in the firſt cauſe; and he ad. 
duccs as a proof of this charge, the following W: 
' ſervation, made in the *ſtate of our caſe,” Hack 
the proſecutor waited. the iſſue of this ſuit, by 
vhich the plea of a modus has been ſetaſide, before, 
be commenced another, a great deal of expenſe, | 
and much anxiety of mind, might have been 
prevented.” Can it be fairly inferred from thin 
remarle, that we meant to amuſe the Court or 
the party, with the enpectation whieh George. 5 
Markham ſuppoſes? 3 
Ai we had iu dur anſtuer, ind oi; ee e * ; 0 
HR that n N 


— 
. 
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whe — us to _ demand, it would ha 
been diſingenuous and inconſiſtent to a degree 
highly culpable, to hold forth ſuch an expecla · _— 
tion. Had we been ſo deſtitute of regard t6 
truth and principle, we muſt have been certain 


of detection and merited reproach. Common 
' ſenſe; and common charity, will therefore pro- 


tect us againſt this abſurd and unfounded ; 
charge. If George Markham had not been 
blinded by a doſire to calumniate us, he would 


have perceived obvious reaſons- for our aſſers 
tion, that a great deal of expenſe, &c. might 


have been prevented, by waiting the iſſue. of 
the firſt (uit?* If that had been decided for the 


plaintiff, and the modus ſet aſide, an anſwer in 


our cauſe would have been unneceſſary ; if 


againit the plaintiff, and the modus eſtabliſhed, 
proceedings againſt us would have been pre. 


vented. Is it not then inconteſtable, that if 


George Markham had ſuſpended his ſuit againſt” 
us, till the deciſion of the firſt cauſe, * a great 
deal of expenſe, and much anxiety of mind, 
might have been prevented,” And how can 


he ſuppoſe, that this declaration implied an en- 
ent to pay his demand, without further 


diſpute? 
Believing that a moduy or nen pay- 


ment in lieu of tithes, - had exiſted in the pariſh' 


of Carlton, we have no heſitation in repeat - 


ing, that we alleged or pleaded the ſame, con- 
formably to the: interrogatories contained in 


the 


„ 
* 7 * 


q Fi 
; * 


boar uary no evidence t math bliſh it. George 
Markham thinks-that this a egation of a modus 
in the Court of Exchequer; proves this we had 
intended to plead-it before the Juſtices, if hig 
demands had been regularly brought before 
them. But this is a mode of reaſoning which 
We truſt no one but our opponent will adopt. 
We have already ſbown that we did not intend 
to advance that plea, and that he was inexcuſa· 
ble in acting upon that preſumption, when he 
could ſo , eaſily have aſcertained the point. It 
may hot be improper to obſerve, That if we A 
proved the exiſtence of a, modus, to the ſatisfut 
tion of the Court, we could not conſiſtently with 
our principles, have paid it. When our. reli. 
gious tenets forbid our compliance. with any. 
requiſition, we think we may very en 
avail ourſelves of the laws to oppoſe the mea- 
ſure wholly, when it is illegally inforced, or to 
diminiſh the degree of 1 when the limits [ "ol 
preſcribed. are-exceeded. . . 
George Markham charges us * Foandlh with” | 
2 having adopted every contemptible quibble, 
| * e 95 delay, mg ready 0 — Mer 


"> 4 
a d * 


N een va, in 040 * » 
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4 in practice every art that could produce delay“ 
In our Defence, we obſerved,” © that we were 


. \ * 
o - * , 
\ f 


« js · pretty ſufficient evidence, that they have er 


not conſcious of having adopted any meaſures 


merely for the purpoſe of delay, the expenſe of 
which we muſt have known would, in that caſe, 


ultimately fall on ourſelves ;” and we pretume 


that if the matter reſted here, bur declaration 
would be of as much weight as George Mark. 
ham's. But we can add the teſtimony of 


our Clerk in Court, in ſupport of our affertions 


on this point, as well as to prove that we did not, 
by means of our Counſel, or otherwiſe," as our 
opponent alleges, aks pretences that we 
would pay his demands, without compulſion. 


The following are the Clerk's obſervations: : 


n Hilary Term, 1786, the plaintiff filed his 
, Bill in the Court of Exchequer, againſt Birt- 


whiſtle and others, (fome of whom were Qua: 


| ers) who, by their anſwer thereto, ſet up the 
fame Defence as the friends defendants in | 


the ſecond cauſe have ſet up; and a great num- 
ber of witneſſes was examined on each fide, in 


1111 un ß 


the firſt cauſe, as to the Oxgang Modus; all "0 


whom proved the payment of the modus, as 


ſtated by the defendants, or the payment of a | 
ny fen f oy 0 mowing, ſubſtituted in its ; 


* 


_ * George Fa (OR ___ 23, ſays, * Such pretenees were 16 bp"; 
| abr Ro Mr. Plumer,” 


ſtead 


pariſhioners as might happen to mo leſs than an 


fendants in the ſecond ſuit, they were: 


and no witneſſes examined in ſupport of — KA 


in Eaſter Term 1789, the cauſe,was heard 


theCourt, at the ſame time, recommended it to 


the parties, to come to ſome amicable ſettlement 


of the matters in queſtion; but expreſſed their 
diſapprobation of filing a bill againſt Quakers, 


(of which perſuaſion ſome of the Defendants in 


that ſuit were,) as the Law had provided a 


oxgang : and as to the moduſes ſet up by the d- 


0 and ordered to. ſtand over. for judgment; and A 


* — 60 bia — - 


much eaſier, and leſs expenſive mode of pro- 


1 ceeding againſt them for ſmall Tithes. 
«In Hilary Term 1791, the Court. gave judg-, 1 
ment; when they declared the oxgang modus, 


as then laid, not good i in law > (the Defendants, 
not being able to aſcertain the exact quantity of 


land contained in an oxgang ;) and directed an $ 
account of the tithes demanded by the bill 3; | 


but reſerved the conſideration. of coſts.” 


« After the hearing of the firſt cauſe, and 8 
before the Court gave judgment, viz. in Euſter 
Term 1789, the plaintiff filed his bill, in the ſe- 
cond cauſe, againſt the defendants, all of the 


perſuaſion of the Quakers.” Red 


In the next Term, Trinity, he called * tus K. 


| defendants for an anſwer and they obtained a 
Er _ TOY until within 7 


l 


/ 


-— 


J ; \ 


8 


(ay 


| for us.” „ The duration of the fult (he y) 


« ig pretty ſufficient evidence, that they have put 


« in practice every art that could produce delay,” 
In our Defence, we obſerved, „that we were 
not-conſcious of having adopted any meaſures 
merely for the purpoſe of delay, the expenſe of 


Which wemuſt have known would, in that _ 


would be of as much weight as George Mark. 
ham's. But we can add the teſtimony of 


dur Clerk in Court, in ſupport of our affertions_ 


on this polnt, as Well av to prove that we did not, 
by meuns of out Counſel, or otherwiſe, as our 


opponent alleges, mike pretenees thit- we 
Would pay his demands, without cotmpuliion, 


The following are the Clerk's obſervations : _ 
ein Hilary Term, 1786, the plaintiff filed his 


- Bill in the Court of Exchequer, againſt Birt. 


whiſtle and others, (fome of whom were Qua. 


ers) Who, by thelr anſwer thereto, ſet up the 


ſame Defence as the friends defendants in 


tte ſecond cavſe have ſet up; and a great num- 


ber of witneſſes was examined on each fide, in 


the firſt cauſe, as to the Oxgang Modus; all of 


whom proved the payment of the modus, as 


ſtated by the defendants, or the payment of a 
penny for A day“ s mowing, ſubſtituted in its 


* George Make, page 13. * « Such proce were we by 
= * Ne, Plumete | 


ſtead 


ultimately fall on ourſelves ;” and we prefutne] = Wo 
chat if the mutter reſted here, our declifation 


* difipprobation of fling a bill agen Quakers, 


and ordered to ſtand over for judgment. and - 


1 | ' | | . | 
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ſtead by Mr. Tennant, the laſl preceding Vier, 
for the conveniency of himſelf and ſuch of the 
pariſhioners as might happen-to-mowleſs than an 


oxgang i and as to the moduſes ſet up by the de« 
fendants in the ſecond ſuit, they were abandoned, | 


and no witneſſes examined in ſupport of them. 
In Eaſter Term 1789, the cauſe, was heard 


theCourt, at the ſame time, recommended it to 
the parties, to come to ſome amicable ſettlement 
of the matters in queſtion z but expreſſed. their, 


(of which perſuaſion ſome of the Defendants in, 
that ſult were,) as the Law had provided a 
much eaſler, and leſs expenſive mode of pro» 
ceeding againſt them for ſmall Tithes. 


en Hilary Term 1791, the Court gave judg · 
ment when they declared the oxgang' modus, 


as then laid, not good in law (the Defendants, 
not being able to aſcertain the exaRt quantity of 
land contained in an oxgang z) and drehe an 
account of the tithes demanded. by the billy, 
but reſerved the conſideration of coſts,” “ 
« After the hearing of the firſt cauſe} and 
before the Court gave judgment, vis. in Eaſter 
Term 1789, the plaintiff filed his bill, In the ſw- 
cond cauſe, againſt the defendants, all of the 0 
perſuaſion of the Qualedrs,” ?: 
In the next Term, Trinity, he called 60 the 1 
defendants for an anſwer; and they obtulned 
ne * 1 until an a 9 . 


( 34 ) f 
of Michaelmas Term but deferred putting in 
their anſwer, hoping that the plaintiff would 


not oblige them to do it, till the deciſion of the _ 


firſt cauſe, which might make an anſwer in the 
ſecond ſuit unneceſſary, However, contrary to 
their expectations, the plaintiff in Michaelmas 
Term following, inſiſted on an attachment, for 
want of their anſwers ; to prevent which, they 
were under the neceſſity - of applying to the 
Court for a month's further time, which was 

granted; and the defendants filed their anſwer 


the 26th November, 1789, within the time” 


granted by the ſecond order, and before judg- 
ment given in the firſt cauſe,” _ 
From the filing of the anſwer to Trinity | 
vacation 179t, (a year and three quarters,) the 

plaintiff never took any one ſtep in the cauſe, 
At this time he was about to proceed to the 
examination of witneſſes, when he was inform. 
ed, that the defendants did not mean to reſiſt 
his claim, or to make any further oppoſition in 
the cauſe z notwithſtanding which, he, without 
any neceſlity for ſo doing, entered into a long 
and expenſive exatninatlon of witneſſes, al. 
though he might have read the depoſitions in 
the former cauſe z which having been ſufficient 


to obtain a decree in that cauſe, could not have 


falled to obtaln a decree in the ſecond cauſe 
added to which, If there had been no depoſitions 
in the firſt cauſe, the defendants having declined 
to examine witneſſes in ſupport of thelr anſwer 


In 


In the ſecond cauſe, he muſt have obtalned a 
decree, the defendants having by their anſwer 
admitted him to be Vicar! This ſecond exam. 

nation, therefore, anſwered no purpoſe,” but” 
greatly increaſing the coſts of the ſuit; voy j 

. ultimately fallen on the defendants! 
„ When the ſecond cauſe came on to » 
War the agth February, 1792, the dgfendants 
made no defence to the plaintiff's demand; 
nor indeed could — have made any, having 
(as before ſtated) deelined to examine any wit» 
neſſes 3 and they vhly prayed, by their counſel; 
that they might not be ſubſected to the payment 
of colts, The Court made a decree for an ace. 

count of the tithes ſubtracted by the defendants, 
and reſeryed the conſideration of ooſts till the De- 
puty Remembrancerſhould have madehisfeport®? 
goon after the Court had made the decree, 

che defendants ent to their Clerk in Court an 

account of their reſpectiye tithes, . which. he 
delivered over to the plaintiff's Solicitor 4 and 
the plaintiff, after keeping it for a conſiderable 
time, and having ſatisfied himſelf of the truth 
of It, brought in a charge before the Deputy 
Remembrancer grounded on this aecount und 
here again, to ſave expenſe and to avoid delay, 
inſtead of. proceeding before the Deputy Re- 
membrancer in the uſual way, « which "muſt 
_ neceſſarily have taken up a conſiderable time, 
the defendants! Clerk in Court conſented to 
ſettle w chargo with the plalntiff® Sollelter, 
Cd .: Which | 


c 59) 


which was accordin gly done; ſo that the 
plaintiff, inſtead of being delayed by the dev 


fendants, or any perſon concerned for them, 


was aſſiſted in every way in their power; and 
all the delay that has been in the cauſe, from 
the beginning to the end of it, except as to 
their obtaining a ſecond order for a month's 
time to anſwer, has been entirely the plaintiff's 
own; and this month's time in fact would not 
have delayed him, in caſe he had been diſpoſed 
to proceed immediately on the coming 
the anſwer: for had the anſwer been filed on 
the day the firſt order for time expired, which 
was the 46thof October, he could not, by the rules 
ef the Court, have iſſued acommiſſion to examine 
witneſſes, till after the laſt day of Michaelmas 
Term, before which time the anfwer was filed,” 

The time to anſwer, obtalned by the Defen · 
dants, was neither unprecedented nor unuſual, 
By the uniform practlee of the Court, defen« 
dants are entitled te two orders for time one 
for {x weeks, and the other for à month; but 
In Trinity Term, to ſave the expenſe of two 
orders, it is uſual to get an order for time till 
within a week of Michaelmas Term and that 
was done in the preſent caſe.” 

As to the defendants aſſuring the Court, that 
the deciſion of the former ſuit, which then Rood 
over for judgment, would be deciſive of their 
fuit, as the plaintiff asserts, no ſuch aſſurance 
' was ever given by them, or by any perſon 
oa 


1 


tn) 


concerned: for them; nor was any thing Mated 
to the Court reſpecting the former ſuit, except 
what Is before mentioned ;-and that was done 
without even the knowledge of the defendants; 
for the plaintiff was ſo urgent to obtain an 
| attachment againſt them, 1 5 he would not 
give their agent time to write to them, and 
chereby forced him to get the order above 
0 2 without firſt apprifing them of what 
he was go going to do. More preciſely on this 
point, it cam be truly aſſerted, that the defen- 
dun Clerk In Court did not iuftruct är. 
Plumer to make, nor did he Mr. Plumer make, 
any pretences, or hold up any Idea, that the 
_ defendants, or any perſon for them, would pay 
Mr. Markham's demands without compulſion, 
In eaſe the former ſult was deeded In his fa- | 
vour. The only Inſtructlons given to Mr, Plumer 
were thoſe which have been before tated," - - 
From this account of the Roe of the Cult, 
it clearly appears, not only that we have avolded 
unneceilary delays, but that George Markham 
is very reprehenſible for attributing to us, what 
properly attached to himſelf, He was the cauſe 
of great delay, and of wantonly Inereaſing ex- 
penſes, which he preſumed would fall upon us. 
It appears alſo from this ſtatement, that neither 
we, nor any perſon for ur, made any pretences 
that we would, in any event, pay the plaintiff's 
demand. What credit, then, can George Mark- 
ham expect to recelve, in any declarations' that 
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he may think proper to make, when affertlonßͤ 
advanced with ſo much confidence, and fo much 
abuſe of us for oppoſing them, are proyed to be 
deſtitute of truth? He muſt elther be Infenfible 
of the turpltude of advancing what la untrue, 
or he hopes, amidſt the perplealty of the cauſe, 
to eſcape detectlon. We may further remark, 
from the preceding ſtatement, that ſo earneſt 
was our proſecutor to haraſy us with u ſult In 
the Exchequer, that the remonſtrance of the 
Judges In that Court, ſo much to thelr credit, 
againſt proſecuting the Members of our Soclety 
there, had not the leaſt influence on his mind, 
He had determined to make us feel the effects 
of his avarice or reſentment r and no remon« 
ſtrances from ourſelves, from our friends, from 
the Juſtices of the Peace, from the Judges of the 
'ourt of Exchequer, or from his own conſel- 
ence, could make him liſten to the voice of 
reaſon or humanity, 
We are ſtill charged by our proſecutor, * 
«with having had the aſſurance to contend moſt 
« pertinaciouſly for a title to the benefits of the 
« general agreement, which he had made with 
« the great body of the pariſhioners, and which 
s ye had always rejected.“ In our Defence, 
page 9, we denied having ever claimed the be- 
nefit of that compact, and remarked as follows ; i 
4 Whether our 8 ous. it right t to cone. | 


More Truth, p. 11. 


tend 


| 


| 485 of perjury, we did not expect that he 


e 
tend for the benefits of the genatalagraement), 


e know not but we are certaln that we never 
inſtructed any of them to do ſo.““ To this, 


George Markham replles, “ If the defendants. 
«and thelr counſel did not underſtand each 
« other, what ls that to me fte act by laſtru- 
« ments or agents is ſtill ſelf.actlon.““ This, we 
ſuppoſe, he thought was concluſive againſt us, 
But It happens very unfavourably for him, that 

nelther our counſel, nor any perſbn Whatever 


on our behalf, contended for, or clalmed a title 


to the benefits of this agreement, We are aus 


thorlſed by our Clerk In Court to ſay, that!“ the 
* general agreement was never mentloned, hint. 


«ed at, or even thought of, in the /econd cauſ 4 
« the late priſoners not being parties to it, nor 
© having any thing to do with it; as. may ap- 


„ pear by the Brief delivered to the Counſel,” 


After this poſitive. contradiction of our op- 


ponent's aſſertions, we hope that he will have 


more feeling for himſelf than again to come for- 


ward on the ſubje&t; and that we wid hear ao 


more of this general agreement. 
When we replied to 'Georne: Markham 4 


would repeat the charge. But we are diſap- 


pointed; he has again advanced it; and 


on the ſame frivolous grounds as before. He 


ſtill ſays that we pleaded, and affirmed to, a 


barren cow modus; and, in proof of it, alleges 


i chat Benjamin wes and Willam Wormall did 


„ 
4 


0 d. What they pleaded wy knew not, having 
not ſeen their anſwers to George 


cw) 


| Markham's 

bill. The Suit againſt them was diſtin& from 
that which he brought againſt us and we ſuf 
ficlently defend ourſelves, by ſhewing that we 


did not plead or allege the matter with which _ 


he charges us. If Willlkm Wormall pleaded 
that modus, as our opponent afferts, we arp 
perſuaded, from our knowledge of hl integrity, 
that he believed It to have exiſted 1 And, ſurely, 
If he were miſtaken In his bellef, and expeRation 
of being able to prove It, this was not perjury. + 


The cuſtomary law expreſſions which ea 
matters of fact to be proved, are, 4'This de» 


fendant belleves, and doubts not to prove.“ 


But will any perſon, except our proſecutor, ſay, 


that a failure in ſuch proof, amounts to the 
crime, with which he has charged us, or to any 
crime at all, if we really believed what we ſaid ? 
The other proof of perjury againſt us, he ſays, 
ariſes from “ our denial of a combination to op. 


| Poſe the vicar.” We have aſſerted that ſome 


Members of our Society united with the reſt of the 
Pariſhioners in defending the firſt Suit : and we 
have denied all unlawful combination againſt tho 


0 ders Truth, p. a9. 


4 William Wormall is deceaſed, and cannot reply to the charges of 1923 
George Markham againſt him, It is therefore ungenerous, in this 
manner, to attack his memory; ahd unwarrantable, to blend the tw 
cauſes, ſor the purpoſe of conſuling the mem and of involving all of 
u in hie uo juſt infinuations, | 


yicar, 


| Intereſted in the event of that Sult to feln in 


, 1 


( 


n 
tradition ? Or that it was for perſons | 


_ oppoſing him ? It would no doubt be very 
ing 6 to George Markham to ſee It eſtabliſhed 
for law, that there ſhould be no union amongk 
_ Pariſhioners to difÞute or oppoſe a vicar 
clalme 1 but as this has long ceaſed to be 
hw in this country, we truſt It will never 
be revived. As hls % allegation to prove 
us poerjured, refers to the ſuppoſed conduct 
of othert, he proceeds on the ſame ground, 
with reſpe& to hle rend proof, If he could. 

have demonſtrated that the unlon of others to. 


oppoſe or try the vicar's demands, was an un» 


lawful combination, how would that criminate 
us? We never denied that an aſſociation for that 
purpoſe exiſted ; but expreſily acknowledged 
itz and we declared that we were not concerned 
in the buſineſs, But if we had been parties 

actually engaged in the ' aſſociation, we ſhould 

not have thereby violated any law. Perſons 
who are intereſted in the event of a Suit, may 
lawfully contribute to the expenſes of it. 
George Markham fſays,* „ that this cannot be 
done without incurring the guilt of either an 
unlawful combination, or of barratry, which is 
equally unlawful.” That he is miſtaken in 


points: of ay; as well as of fact, the react wil 


| * More Truth, p. $0. oh N 


be | 
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be convinced, by turning to Blackſtone's Com · 
mentaries, where he will ſee that ſuch a contrl« 


| bution is neither barratry nor maintenance; but 


a lawful At, What then becomes of this high 
charge of perjury againſt us? It is grounded on 


ſuch trivial allegations, and ſo deſtitute of proof, 


that we ſhould have been ſurpriſed at the repe- 
tition of it, had we not obſerved, that when 


men wilfully depart from the paths of truth and 


virtue, there are no exceſſes which wy not be 


exported. 
Our ungenerous diſputant declares * 198 «ye 


are guilty, not merely of inconſiſtency, but of 


a vile falſcheod,” in firſt declaring that me 


never had an intention of advancing any modus 


againſt his claims,” and afterwards pleading a 


modus. But we would aſk this confident man, 
whether his own interrogatories did not compel 

us to advance the modus; and whether, if we 
had done it voluntarily, this might not have 
been the effect of a ſubſequent, not an original 
determination? But further, this unjuſt charge 
is founded on his miſrepreſenting the meaning 


of our expreſſion, We ſaid, in our Defence, 


p. 23, that we had no intention to plead any 
moduſſes before the Juſtices :; and the ſcope of all 
that we alleged on the ſubject, evidently re. 
ferred to that intention, We will not ſay, that 
© he is guilty of a vile falſehood, but he hag 


| ons More Truth,“ p. 31. 


certainly 


0 


) 


cottalnly miſrepreſerited our meaning, in a very 
dlmonourable manner; and that on purpoſe to 
give to our declarations the colour of inconfif- 
teney and falſehood, © The worle in which we 
are engaged, is peculiarly patnful,”as it oblige 
us to ſee and expoſe fo much Gio hat Of de. | 
traction, and bitterneſs of ſpirit. WW. | 

Preſuming that we have ſufficiently cleared | 
ourſelyes from the charges of George Markham, 
reſpecting the proceedings i in the Court of Ex. 
chequer, and that moſt of them recoil upon 
himſelt, we ſhall pg” to the ſubject of our 
impriſonment, 2nd the tranſRions during that 4 


Perla. i N 
After our proſecutor Td haraſſed us with 2 


| ſuit of about ſix years continuance, he obtained 
a Decree againſt nine perſons, for 393], 118. 0 1d, 
on account of tithes, and 1843], 28.' od. for the 
coſts of ſuit. For our proportion of the de · 
mand, and the Whole af the coſts, we were im- 

priſoned in the Caſtle at Vork. Though, from 
the commencement of the ſuit, he muſt have 

known, that our religious principles would 
not permit us to pay what might be deereed 
againſt us in this cauſe ; and that, conſequently, 
impriſonment muſt be the reſult, ill this fair 
ſpeaker aſſerts, | © that he did not, and could 


The penppatf deſonding the cult, which 505 e foety-ons 
nounds, and which was bald by Wor is to be added to the welght 


gf the ſum above-mentioned, 


7 80e © Caſe" at the end. 10 Ker Truth,“ p. 37. 
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not,defire to ſee us lodged in a priſon,” He might 
not indeed have preferred it to receiving his de- 
mands ; but, all things conſidered, there is no 

doubt that he foreſaw, and determined to bring | 
about, that event. He appears to be well 


verſed in the hiſtory of our Society; and muſt 


have hence known the ſufferings, impriſonment, 
and even death, which many of them have en- 
dured rather this” pay demands that in con- 


ſclence they could not approve. Why then 


make this pretence of lenity and moderation? 
It was not enough to put us in priſon: he charg · 


ed us with having obſtinately preferred the con- 


finement of our bodles to the ſurrender of our 
effects, by oppoſing motions for our enlargement. 
To this we replied, * that we oppoſed no ſuch 
motions, nor expreſſed any unwillingneſs to be 
brought before the CourtatWeſtminſter,” „ Thle 


« affertion, he ſays, is groſyly untrue.” They 


« applied by various friends to my Solleltor, to 
« prevent thelr belng brought up to the Court 
« of Exchequer z and their Clerk In Court did 
« repeatedly oppoſe ſuch motions, both prl. 
« yately and in public.“ What our friends 
may have done, without our knowledge, we 
cannot certainly ſay ; but, from the beſt Infor- 
mation we can obtain, we do not believe that 
any ſuch. application was made to George 


 Markham's Solicitor, after our impriſonment, 


Some of our friends, before we were confined, 


applied 


9 us ) 
| applied to the 0 to lay before him the 
diſtreſſing conſequences of his proceeding on the. 


as we have before ſtated, had not the leaſt fa- 


decree to its full extent: but the remonſtrances, EY, 


vourable effect. Zuppoſing, however, that 5 


ſome of our friends had afterwards expreſſed. 2 
deſire, that we might not be brought before the 
Court of Exchequer, how does that affect our 
declaration? or prove George Markham's aſſer- 
tion, „that what we ſaid was groſely untrue !? 
Me are authorized, by our Clerk in Court, to 
may, that he poſitively denies having, either pri» 
vately or  publickly, oppoſed ſuch. ng . 
George Markham well knows, that his reaſon. 
for not inſiſting on our being brought up by 

| Habeas Corpus, which he might have done, was = 
the charge attending that ſtep, und which he 
muſt in the firſt inſtance have pald, This he 
confeſſes at page 33 of hls laſt pamphlet. The 
« expenſe of bringing the defendants to town 


« being likely to amount to 160), and ſfequeſtya» 


« tlons to, perhaps, more than another took. 
« I did not chooſe to Incur ſuch charges with 
gut ſome proſpect of repayment, Here then 
the proceedings were ſuffered to reſt, In 

„ hopes that a ſhort confinement, and a little 
_ «4 refletion, would induce them to permit a 

„ ſalg of their effects, and thereby obtain thelr 
e diſcharge.” If he did not chooſe to incur 
— what was to be the conſequence 
mann to us? He knew the Court had 

nn 


© 46 ) | 
decided, that, without our belng removed by 
Habeas Corpus, a ſequeſtration could not be 
obtained; and as he refuſed to take this ſtep, he 
coolly reſolved to keep us in-confinement, per- 
haps for life, Two years elapſed after this motion, 
before we were diſcharged by virtue of a ſpecial 
clauſe in the Inſolvent Act: and during all that 
period, he took no meaſures for our releaſe, 
though the expenſe of removing us into the 
Fleet Priſon would have ultimately fallen on 
ourſelves, If our property had been ſufficient, 


We are juſtified in believing that he would have 
ſuffered us to continue his priſoners for the re- 


malnder of our days; ſince the reaſon alleged 


by him for not removing us to Weſtminſter, 


would have increaſed in weight, the more our 


little property became reduced. What ground 
had our proſecutor for * hoping that a little re- 


„ fletion would induce us to conſent to the 


« ſale of our effects? That would have been 
ſo inconſiſtent with the principles on which we 
originally refuſed to pay his demands, and ſo 
oppoſite to the known conduct of our Society, 
that we muſt be allowed to queſtion the exiſtence. 
of ſuch a hope. In concerns of this nature, we 
paſſively ſubmit to the laws when enforced. 
againſt us; but we hold it to be wrong volun- 
tarily to come forward, and aid our proſecutor, 
in the recovery of what we cannot conſcien. 
tiouſly grant him. It were much more honour 
able, and leſs ruinous to our eſtates and families, 

| to 


i th.) 


to pay the demand at firſt, und mvs both ours | 
ſelves and proſecutor the trouble and expenſe of 
wiſult, But if it had been in hls power to 
make us vlolate the dlctates of our conſcience; 
by the ſufferings which he impoſed, It would / 
have been an unchriſtian act, and peculiarly un- 
becoming a teacher of that religion, which ſays, 
« He that doubteth is condemned if he eat." 
As he profeſſed hitnſelf to be our ſpiritual Paſtor, 
and ure all his claims upon us, on that re- 
lation, he ought to have been very tender 
of us, and ſolleltous to preſerve our minds from 
every degree of temptation, He has; however, 
acted on very different principles, and demon- 
rated, that the fleece, and not the flock, was 
the great objec of his ſolleltude © 
It appears to be the deſign of our antagoniſt, | 
on all occaſions, to render us contemptible in 
the eyes of his readers. He perſeveres in the 
old charge of our. having made overtures to 
him for a compromiſe of the demands, © Many 
«4 of theſe defendants themſelves, * have ſepa» 
« rgtely and ſecretly made overtures to me In 
« this' caſe,” which 1 have uniformly reliſted, 
In ſupport of that charge, I have to obſerve, | 
« that various perſons propoſed terms of com. 
« promiſe for them, viz. a, Mr. Burton of. 
Carlton, on behalf of one; a Mr. Brown of 
«, „ e on behalf of Ar 4 „er ar- 


Ane TT i 
f „ 1 * 

, nn More THR p. 1. 
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is My 
e ker'of York; on the part of a third; a Mr, 
« Scott of Newcaſtle, who viſited them in pri. 
© ſon, for the whole.” This production af 


evidence, and, doubtleſs, George Markham 
thought it would have a great effect: but we 
truſt it will eventually ſerve only to expoſe his. 
 rtifice, and completely to diſcredit the imputat 

tion he caſte upon uss. 10 

We have applied to Willlam Burton of Carl- 
ton, who ſays, that hls application to George 
Markham reſpected W. H. the defendant 
whom we, in our defence, acknowledged to 
have ated improperly in this buſineſs, He 
does not ſay, that he made any particular pro- 
poſalz and his Inquiry ſeems to have been 
ſimply, whether any thing could be done, We 
have ſeen a copy of the letter which Thomas 
Barker wrote to George Markham; and it 
clearly appears, that his interceſſion and propos 
ſal were only on behalf of H. K. the defendant” 
mentioned in our defence as not a member of 
our Society, and who, we therein ſuppoſed, had 
made application to George Markham. The 
perſon of the name of Brown of Iſlington ap- 
.. pears, by Thomas Barker's account, to have 
been an agent for him on behalf of the ſame per- 
ſon for whom he applied. Thus, it is clear, that 
theſe three applications, were on behalf of the 

two perſons whom we had before acknowledged 
or ſuppoſed to have ated improperly in this 

Ts Z 


names "carries the appearance of truth and | 


 - this charge(4, chat none of the defendants im- 


bulinen! Ho! wer 1 out * e, 
43 he does procifely, that theſe be applications 
Were for three did peribns of the dvferiduives ? 
George Markham 4s certainly, ia elite matter, 
gulky of ſortiething worte than un fubr nel, Ab 
to the perſon of the natne of Scott, of New 
caſtle, we have tiv. knowledge, nor car we obs 


tain any intelligence, reſpecting him. We have 
_ employet! a friend, who has made ditigont in- 


aRtlon, What we have, therefore, to vepent, 


priſaned by George Markham, except the two 

Whoſe defectlon was acknowledged; ever mads 
any propoſal of compromiſe either by L | 
or. 9 Buch u ſtep would have been ſo di- 
| honourable, and £ inconſiſtent with the prig« - 


e not guilty of it, till clear and poſitive:proof 


W 


quiry there of ſevetal petſond of that name all = 
of whotn difeliim any knowledge of the trannſs 
on 


eiples of our Hoclety, and wich the ground\of — © 
our ſufferings, that it is fairly preſumable, WW 


brought againſt us. If a perſon of the name 1 5 1 


of Scott, or any other perſon, from the feelings Bra 


of humanity, and without our e ee * ; 
concurrence, made propoſ 5 
_ oned 52 x Sane 
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When there appeared to be no rc . 
our being releaſed from impriſonment, elther 
by the lenity of George Markham, or by his 
purſuing the mode preſcribed by the practice of 
the Court of Exchequer, the Legiſlature inter- 
poſed for our relief. A ſpecial elauſe'i in the In- 
ſolvent Act authoriſed the Juſtices to liberate 
us, to inquire into our Eſtate and Property, and 
to levy by warrant, ſo much as miglit be ne- 
ceſſary to anſwer the ſums for which we were 
reſpectively detained. The freedom which this f 
act procured us from the power and oppreſſion — 
„ George Markham, was, we believe, as mor- 20 
tifying as it was diſgraceful to him. Finding 9 
that we had eſcaped his graſp, he is reſolved, 
however, to aim at us one parting ſtroke. At 
page 19 of his laſt publication, he declares that, 
in order to enable the Juſtices" to aſſign our 4 
effects, and diſcharge us, we furniſhed evidence yy 8 
of our property; and that there is not a hade 
of difference between this, and conſenting to à * 
Aequeſtration, If this angry man had peruſed | 
the clauſe of the Act with any attention, he 
muſt have known, arid we believe he did know, 
that the Juſtices were directed to diſcharge us 
Immediately on our appearance before them, 
without requiring of us any accbunt of our pro- 
perty. We were not obliged to give the leaſt 
information reſpecting it. But as we had rea- * 
fon to fuppofe that ſome accounts would be 


| taken by others, we- deemed it expedient pres. 
* viouly, 


= WW; bi J 
1 viouly to abs an exat Inyentory made out J 
Y _ that we might be able to check improper fate: 


= ents, and alſo. to aſcertain. the' amount of our 
+ Ute ings. When the Juſtices Were wet 


— 


duced by one of the perſons, IO made the ap- 


"= 
4 
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bag not, qc any previous account, (een of it. 


George Markham has a ſtrong propenſity to. 


mY 


indulge himſelf in harſh, words, and ſevere re- 


y : 9 At page 34 he ſays, « The Quakers, BE 
. in rejecking with an obſtinate and ſelfiſh pride, 
| > « m proffered, lenity, have betrayed the moſt. | 


« 0 ious ingratitude.” What have we done to 
merit this reflection? we refuſed to 57 to 
| « directed .by.. the Act of Parliament, mou 
: te extend. to levy. the. tithes accruing es the 
| 1 Maſter's report.” # In this obſervation, George 


| Markham afte&ts to be ignoray of the teligious 
1 | fruples, which we had uniformly ' profelſed” 
i thi ough the Ve Vaude. ww on which his 
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te „ us, te inquired. - for an ge. | 
Vo of our. "property. - which was then pro- 4 


ney” "This was not to procure our . 
f e to afliſt, but abr conttel, x. 
rations. An ; 
8 ſecure. to 
Th The 1 2 5 


- his propofal, 18 that the warrants. of diſtreſs 1 


* 
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tious e we <refofed kils ene om_— | 


and ſuffered more than two years impriſon- 
ment, was it to be expected, that we ſhould vo. 


luntarily. comply with a frelh demand exadtly : 


of the fame nature? and this aggravated by its | 


coming from a man whoſe accumulated oppreF- 

Fang. were. then operating, upon us? We do not 
believe that he expeaed fuch a compliance z 
and it marks no et for his reader's judg- 
ment, to imagine that he could impole on him 
by imputations ſo perfectly groundleſs, When 
his lenity, and our ingratitude, reſt on proofs 

ſo flimſy, we may pity the warmth which pro. 

duces ſuch falſe eſtimates, but there 16 nothing 
to fear from its impotent efforts. 

We hope that the charges and infiyuations of 
George Markham, reſpecting tranſüctions during 
the period of our impriſotiment, have been an- 

ſwered to the ſatisfactlon of the Reader; we : 
ſhall therefore proceed to conſider the temper 
and conduct, with which he has been usted 
towards us, ſince our releaſe. ORR 

it might have been expected that the long 


period, and the variety, of our ſufferings on _ 


account, would, at ſome moments favourable to 
ſerious reflection, have touched his mind with 
remorſe, and produced a reſolution never to re- 


peat them. But we are ſorry to obſerve, that 


if this ſentiment ever pervaded his breaſt, it 
wo of tranſient duration. He has again in- 
1 timated 


1 
” 


9). 


5 k axrearages of tithes accrued finge the d an 
"#1 we Baye reaſon to apprehend, that, if he. ur 
4 1 ſue his intenti n, it will be execu 

7 that may be in his power. * 


oppreſſors is ſubje 


intend, into good. 
faithful to the dictates of conſcience,. we truſt 


whom it is of the greateſt moment to Ry 
and then, we ſhall either eſcape the ſu 


und them. 


The efforts whith he has. mild, lis his laſt { 


55 Bo publication, to vilify our characters, and render 


0 us contemptible in the eyes of the world, may 
| [ be properly noticed in this part of our anſwer. 


oF Not content, with repreſenting us as rogues, 


| hypocrites, and perjured perſons, he pours upon 
us a multitude of ſcurrilous and abuſive ex- 
reſſions. Particular inſtances of this detraQtion 


Pre 
and abuſe, have occaſionally been taken notice 
not be improper to obſerve, in general, that 


when recourſe is had to ſuch "a. for ſuſtain. | 
You 1 K want 9 9 25 7 


1 . us, in 0 the e of eee, 5 


| ever, a conſalation. ta reſſect, tha che p 3 
ct to the control of Divine 


Providence; who can turn the evil which they 
If we ſhould be preſerved 5 
that dur conduct will be approved by . 


medltated by our dane, or be fuppare 


of in the progreſs of our work; but it may. 
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if George Lai had. catithties" ble den | 


tions, by the production of fats, and falt rea. 


ſoning, it would have been ungenerous to add 


abuſe to our conviction. A rational victor) 
would have contented a man of ſenſe ani 
clemency. | But after falling in every attempt 
to ſupport his charges, it is low and unmanly, 
to add ſcurrility to his . 
Amidſt the toil and anxiety of controverſy, it 


would have been ſome conſolation to have 
- found an antagoniſt of a candid" and generous | 


mind; who would have examined our fcruples 


and allegations with charity, and a chriſtian 


ppirit; and reſted the ſuccels of his cauſe on the 


uprightneſs of his intentions, and the force of 


his arguments, But with ſuch a perſon, we 
ſhould, indeed, have had little or no contro- 
verſy. He would have recovered his claims by 
the mildeſt procels ; and inſtead of ſending his 


Pariſhioners to the priſon, or the grave, for 


their religious ſeruples, would have ſoftened 
every impoſition, by the moderation and gen. 
tleneſs with which it was exacted. 

It has been with conſiderable regret, that, 
at almoſt every ſtep of our reply, we have had 


occafion to comment on the ſophiſtry and di.. 
ingenuity of our opponent ; ; but as this aroſe 
from his own roceedings, and was effential to 
our vindication, we truſt the reader will not 
think that we have been too ſevere. We have 


een it our or auen his own n ſake, and that 


eher , 


* * 
— > * a 
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* 


4 


1 


2 of view. The diſcouritenance;" dere - 
* Uelon, and oppoſition, of many of his on 
e which he confeſſes to have expe» 


rienced, afford: 4 ſtrong proof that his ſplrit and ON 


| proceedings are highly condemnable, and un- 


worthy the office which he has alfumded. That 
diſcountenance and oppoſition are as honour - 
ble to them as diſgraceful to our proſecuhtor. 


We believe there are few, if any perſons of this 
deſecription, ſo loſt to the ſenſe of 'humanity 
und juſtice, as to purſue Aa conduct ümilar to. 


chat ot Geor ge Markham. 10 . N . 0 . e 7 W | 


The final effect of his ſuit Was s'of the ume 


nature as the reſt of the proceedings.” Our 


effects were ſeized and ſold-to great diſadvun- 
tage, and ſeveral of us ſtripped of nearly all the 
little furniture of out houſes. Even the laſt 


$: 4» 


WE — to 
example, to ſet his'condu@'in a" juſt and ful! 


1 
+ 


| bed was taken from ſeveral of our families,” The | - 


ruinous conſequences of ſuits in the Court of 
Exchequer, will appear to the reader from a 
compariſon of the ſum decreed againſt us for 


tithes, with that taken from us by the Balliffe. 


colts, 


The amount of the tithes, N 
decreed againſt fix of the defendan 
_ 20g 106. Sd. und the value of their property 


taken, Was, according to a fair appraiſement, 8 


Joyl. 36. zd. That property however was ſold 
for 4181. 198. 114d. This variation between the . 
. of the tithes * the value of the Larval 


* 


effects, preſled heavily on his mind; and, we 
{poſition of 


formed that the bed muſt be ſold, the poor old 
man was at laſt obliged to riſe ; and the chair 
he uſually fat in having been ſold before, and 
there being no ſuitable accommodation for him 


£56). nt 
is, to perſons in fraltenedicltcumſidheny 35 


important difference which, added: to the dom 
of property and the improvements from induſ- 
try, occaſioned by our impriconmend, has been 
painfully. felt by ſome of us. This original = 
ſam of 20gl. 108. g& if divided, and yearly 
recovered before the Juſtices, according to the 
lenlent proviſtons of the Legiſlature, would, 
have been levied in ſuch ſtall purtions, as to 
render the burden light, in compariſon W n 
we have been made to feel. 
We cannot omit to mention vartioulinly! the 


_ eaſy of our friend, John Wormall, He was far 


advanced in life, and not able to do much to- 
wards his' ſupport. In this ſituation, the pro- 
ſpect of being deprived of a great part of his 


believe, greatly increaſed the indi 
which he died. The day on which the ſale of 
his houſehold goods took place, he was very 
ill z and, at the time of the auction, lay in that 

condition on his bed. Being ſeveral times in» 


at home,. he was conveyed to a friend's houſe, 
where, the next day in the evening, he expired, 
A happy releaſe from the hand of oppreſlion, 


and from all the troubles of life | May it be a 
nn memento to his rigorous proſecutor ! 


We 
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| {neldentul-paſlkges: of. George: Math haas 
as ate nat canneſted) with, the preceding. AN - 
fions, but which are. proper: to be no. i ol 8 
Our opponght, enen zend to; prejudice. bis | 
that he has a fair opportunity for this prrpale 
in the diferent-palees: which William Wenns. 
ons of the parties In the firſt falt, Arwed fen s 
paſturage of heifers, „Thie worthy: friend, 
44 John Stoll und othete, I hg, for the fun- 
44 mering+.of one year's old helfer, , twenty. 
i ſhillings, though the ſame frignd,. when | he 
„in $9 pay me tithes, vſiemed the Whol © 
6 year's kaep of ſuch, heifers ta be worth only | L 
& « ten ſhillings, and of . wo years. old, only | f f N 
ff «twelve fhlllings.!! Thie appearance. of cen - 
* Gfengy le vary eaſily; accounted for, and fac: 
cilablo with the upright character of cur friends 
In 1791 he tock a yew farm which confiſted | 
of beiter land than tha farmer! and one of 
| John Stell's helfers was kept upon it the other 
heifer, though on the old farm, was, by ſpecial, = 
agreement, to, paſture with his milch cows. | AS 
George Markham has been ſo, particular dh this 
ſubject, as to, procure John Stell's depoſitlon, In ö 
 corroboration of the fact, there, is, ſcarcely rm 
to doubt, that he was fully acquainted with the 
ground of the different eſtimates; and chat hs 
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has wilfully ſuppreſſed the elreumſtane 

vourable to Willa Wormall. If he had — 
diſpoſed to think charltably of his fellow men, 
how many reaſons would have occurred to him, 


to account for the difference of prices on ſuch 


| occaſions, eſpecially at different periods of time? 


But we are juſtified in ſaying, that charity and 


| liberality of ſentiment, are not the en 
virtues of George Markham. 
Our antagoniſt le not yet weary in this buſi. 
py of miſrepreſentatlon. 
« Joſeph Wilkinſon, one of this fraternity of 
* patient defendants, ' ab/conded before the at- 
* tachments could be executed.” The fa& is, 
that Joſeph Wilkinſon, at the time when the 


attachment iſſued, was removed into the com- 
paſs of a neighbouring pariſh, He did not ab. 


ſecond, and might have readily been found, if 
the officers who ſerved the attachment,” had 


© taken the palns to go to the place of his abode. 


This perſon is not a Member of our Soclety, 
having been diſowtied long before the com- 


mencement of the Suit; and therefore the 


charge againſt him, if it had been proved, would 
not affect us: but, unfounded as it is, it ſerves 


only as an additional proof of George Mark. 


ham's avidity to embrace the moſt groungleſy 
occaſions for aſperſing our character. 


In the State of our Caſe,” which we pubs 
Uſed in 1995, we obſerved that ſome of us 


4 4 More Truth,“ p. 484 


0 | were 


He ſuys * that 


„one of them, after two. years further imprl- 
«4 ſoniment, "has perſonal property enough to . 
« yay my demands, and ſome of them are 
44 poffeſſed of conſiderable freehold” Eftates : 
In anſwer to this paragraph, we obſerve, that - 
We did not aflign out property and but ons 


Pris wh 


tu). 
Rn to bo ſirl 


Court of Exchequer; This repreſentation; which 
was firiftly true, George Markham probably 
thought too ſtrong an Impenchment of his hy) 


muanſty; und he has therefore laboured to. 

deſtroy the truth of lt. „ At the time of this 
« publication (he ſays) they had only been in 
«4 priſon ve months; it now appears, by their 
- « wn ſhowing, WA aſſigning their property, 


in order to obtain thelr reſesſe, that eve 


of us opp any freehold | Eſtate, * and that 
only a {mall one, and conſiderably encunibered? 
How' can our proſecutor hunard his Foputatloh * 


by affertlons fo groundleſy : en 


* Since he allows himflf"in much Ubertles, he 
muſt ſubmit to be told, that if he hay not ul. 


Feady done it, he is In danger of deſtroying ul 
confidence In hie veracity, Duriag our 1 4 


rllbnment, and conſequent Inability to ſupport | 


dur famllles, ſeveral! of them became depen« 


dent on the charity of thelr friends, and near, 


7 dene of the defendants buy a "A lvatvhold Tenqnent Which, 


0 


after deduQin 


the eneumbranees upon It, e nel Tppefecd ty be Worth 
more thas þ 


and for bay hav bevy Ly is the eharlty of hie 


pped of all out þ 15 
Ultele prop ofty, by the effedt' of the Sole in the 


2 


— e —— vn 4 


our families were taken and fold and we now 


cumitances Thoſe: of us Who, through age or i 


inſirmities, were unable fully to ſupport our. 


ſelves by new-learnt employments in the priſon, 
had the deficiencies made up by the care undd 
Kkindnef of our frietids, who did not ſuffer us 


to want any ſupplies proper for our ſituation 
nnd condition. , It would have been leſs u 


favourable to George Markham's feelings, if 
he had ſuppreſſed: the afſertion „ that we bad 
% perſonal property enough to pay his de- 
ee wands” How has this appeared ? His 
Balli have indeed made up his demands but 

not till they had fixipped moſt of our houſes of 
alinoſt every neceſſary artlele In them. As we 
before obſerved, even all the beds of ſeveral ef 


add, that the Houſehold Furniture of four 
families, all put together, did not, after the 


dle, amount to fue ponds, Thus has he des 


{polled us of our little property, though, we 


truſt, he has failed In hls attempts to take our 
reputation too. Whether a bleſſing will reſt on a 
any thing ſo acquired, we ſhall leave for his 
own experience to determine. | 9 


Thie unhappy man, who ſeams to rank him. 
folf „ among the thouſands, who, he ſays, * 
«have been Invelgled into the ſervice of the 
« Church, by the pledged patronage and ſupport 


wet tho civil authority,” thinks blſdf ver, 
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tereſts ety oh Church, Fl is _— 1 
mote its honour, 1M livings, (ſays her) 
«anger the pens in whith Thave w 
* bin have Hot Authifired half the ret 
& of ſuch u müintenande as 1s neveflury to'the 

a yeſpettablilty of che wlerleul charäcter-““ May 
m not de falriy prefumecd, chat I ie condw 
and eharacker Hall been anfwerdble to hie pre 
fellons of vel for the rights er what he calls 


„1 defrauded and lmpeverifhed church,“ hy 


would have found patronage und ſupport] ths 
lend of oppoſitiuh from *laymen, Weluding 
even C1vil Magiſtrates, and the difeountenance 

« und derelletten of net u few of e own 
_ «order?! From his own confollon}® that ue 


has ſpent every wuinen that he could muſter, by 
litigation, may We not trace His haps he, 
E living, 46 thelr true ſource, 4 rupaeleus 
dellre ef Whing mimt, anniſh, and eumln 
which, by les entravaganee, conſtantly defeat 
the end at Whlch it ame We have mithorlty - 
for ſuylug, that che difference between the tete 
Amount of uin bill of coſts, in the gult agulnſt us, 
and the ſum allowed him on 'taxation, was 
_ $61. 148, 11d. Beſides this ſum, there are others 
| Which he expended, and which could not b 
recovered from us. He has now; as 


we are informgd, n Zult depending | 
for tithes which he claims us Rector of 
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TO 


againſt him, or the untaxed 15 be conſldera- 
ble, he may bring forth All louder 

But are not all theſe troubles and J dende 
to be attributed to his own reſtleſs and 100 
clous ſpirit? How much better for the peace of 
| his own mind, and the qulet of his. parlfhſon. 
ert, as well as for  galning What the law alt 
lows him, to purſue 
paratlvely mild proceſy, polnted out by the lenl. 
ent laws of his country | But he loves not 4. 
vice from us and we ſhall leave him to his: own 
judgment, after expreſſing a wiſh, that he may 
ſeriouſly reflect on his beſt intereſts, before he 
again plunges himſelf and aol into 0; evils 
of litigation, _ 


We find, near the conclullon, of George 


Markham's Pamphlet, an anecdote concerning 


David Barclay, the father of the Apologiſt 


which is related by our opponent, with the 


hope of inducing his readers to believe, that 


dur principles and conduct are often at variance. 
The writer, whom he quotes, does not give the 


date of the tranſactions he mentions; and 
therefore he has not put it in our N 5 | 


rectly to refute the account. We 


however obſerve, that, from the aifinguiſhed | 
character of David Barclay, uniformly mains = 
tained," as a meek inoffenſive ſufferer, under 
perſecution of a very rigorous nature, there is 
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* every 
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"A 


a pariſh In Cheſhire. If this mould be decldel 


complaints. ; 


the certain, eaſy, and com- 


0 N e 
1 


4 


with the view, as the phraſe la, of making the 


uniform and; conſiſtent conduct, from the time 
0 be became a Member of this Society until his de · 


at 22 | 


7 if at All founded, either happened pres: 
vloully to hie chnnenlon with out 8ooloty, or 
thut It la groſoly miſrepreſont ed. 


11 does not requlre much knowledge of men, 


tee know that (herein of traditionary, nec 
dotes, as well as the recorders of them, love to 


make round ſtorles, by ſupplying elreumſtances 


to ſet them off, and to make them more com- 
pletely anſwer the retailer's purpoſes. We have 


not any doubt, that this diſpoſition has em- 
belliſhed the tale reelted by George Markham, 


ſtory tell the better, The following character, 
which the Apologiſt himſelf - gives of hia father a 


ſe, ſufficiently-refutes this tale, as it is now re. 
ated, David Barclay of Urie, in the Kingdom 
« &f Scotland, received the truth, in the year 
1666, being the zöth year of his age; and 
« abode in it, and in conſtant unity with the faith: 
« ful friends thereof; having ſuffered the ſpoiling = 


« of his goods cheerfully; and many other in- | 


« dignities he was formerly unaccuſtoined to 
bear; and ſeveral | tedious impriſonments 


44 after the 6th year of his age.“ Is it credibley - 
that a perſon of ſuch a character, given by one 


| who knew him well, s and who wavabove Eu ker 


hy * TOES 5 1 1 Th Bt; 0 Sk 11 . YE} 
5 * 55 U Robert Brea ; works, r ger. a 3 170 


* | 


« | F 
* * * 
" 


could have ucted a e tnconfittit with * 
principles as this paltry tale fuppoſes? ?? 

it iu ſore relief to us; to nd that we ure up- 
proaching to the end of the irkſotne talk, Which 
has been impoſed on us by our opponent. We 
therefore proceed, with leſs regret, to make u 
few obſervations reſpeRing his arguments in 
ſupport of | tithes, and in .oppoſition/.t0 the 
rights of conſcience, det reg judgment! in 
matters of religion. Deen 
We did not expect, is this day of light and 


knowledge, to find George Markham comend- 


ing for the old exploded doctrine, of che Divine | 
Right to Tithes under the Gaſpel. He has, 
| however, extraordinary as it may appea, ven- 
tured to advance it. I am, (ſays he*) con - 
« ſcientioufly attached to a tenet, which 1 think. Y 
« founded in truth, namely, that the object o 


* 


* tithes was not temporary; and cbnſequently, 5 8 


te that they were not done away by the coming 
of Chriſt, &c.“ This part of the ſubject will 
not require much of our time. The origin of 
the right to tithes, and the reaſon of its conti 
nuance, under the Jewiſh Theocracy; the dif- 
ferent nature and ſpirit. of the Goſpel Miniſtry 
from the Jewiſh Prieſthood, with the correſ. 


LE TIS) 


pondent practice of the Apoſtles; and the uni- by 
verſal filence of the Chriſtian Church, for ſeve> © 


ral centuries, on à point which, if admiſlible, 
muſt have engaged its attention; ET #4. 


, n, | * e eie; 
n s » « More Truth," „ 


abundantly; Eh: 


| from: the free and excellent 


5 fiſtently with the nature and ſpiti 
and better 


® an Pric sch wo od; and that, during ſo long "© 
3 period, both. Churches and MON FOR 


5 


* tithes are not an it : 
Chriſtianity, If the expreflions,of Chriſt, bn al 


| tuion't0, or approbatloji of, certulm;pradtices m 
the judaical inſtitution, duting its continuance, 
are evidence, as dur ogpond! 


nt intimates}. of hu 
intention to-eſtabliſk them under the no dif 
penſation which he was introdueing then e 
ate ſtill ſubzect to many parts of the jewiſh 
economy; and, inſtead of being dellvered from 
that yoke of bondage, ſhall feel it the heavier, - 
ſpirit Which our r 
gion inculcates. Though our Lord might apl. 
prove of Jewiſh abſervances, whilſt the people 
remained under the law, yet, when the Vall f 


the Temple was rent in twain, and that ſyſtem 
aboliſhed, he: doubtleſs eſtabliſhed 2 different 


order of thingsz and requires us to act con- 
it of that. mew 
Aſpenſation. 5 
* 10 aid of theſe eee weſhall Aae _ 
opinions of ſome of the greateſt authorities on 
the ſubject. Biſhop Barlow, Selden, Father 


N and others, have. obſerved, that neither 
e Tithes nor ecdefiaſtical benefices, werte ever 
41 heard of, for many ages, in 'the Chriſtian | 


”w 


* 
- 
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Blackſtone, in his Commentaries, ſays," 5 60 1 „ 
ec not put the title of the Clergy to tithes, upon 
ee any Divine right; though ſuch a right cer- 
< tainly commenced, and, I believe, as en, 
| * ceaſed, with the Jewiſh Theocracy. 1 404}-2hy 

Strong as George Markham may think his 
nia) is to tithes, Fure divino, he is not willing 
to reſt it wholly on this ground. He pleads the 
ſanction of the Legiſlature, in confirmation of 
his right. It is remarkable that the Acts of Par. 
liament, which are. the foundation of the claims 
to a right in tithes, proceed entirely on the 
ground of their being * due to God and Hoy 
* Churth :“ but as this is a falſe foundation, 
and was ſuggeſted by the darkneſs of the times, 


and the encroaching fpirit of the Popiſh Clergy, 


ve think that the ſuperſtructure raiſed on it 
muſt be equally untenable. - Even an Act of 
Parliament cannot ſanctify injuſtice, or convert 
error into truth. Suppoſing, however, that 
theſe laws had been made ſimply to provide and 
enforce a maintenance for the Clergy, without 
any reference to the principle of diving right, 
Rill we could not ſubſcribe to the equity of them, 


or think that they are binding on the con 


ſciences of men. From mature reflection, 


believe, that a true Chriſtian, Miniſter receives. . 2 


his authority to preach the Goſpel, from 4-4 
influence of the Divine Spirit; and that 

ſpring of it being the love of God and love 15 
men, the favoured inſtruments will be above 
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is fully and clearly ſhown, in our defence, page 


1 theſe fmprath ons of ws Seca Uilffterified- 1 
neſs of the ſacred office, compared" with the oe 
 worldly' views} and: the prerenfions'of George ET: 
Markham, we could not diſcern in him "thoſe Rs 
characters Which we deemed effential to 4 Mi- 
| hiifter of the Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt. 'To dn. 7 
ply therefore with his demands, as 4 ' perſon i R 
this important ſtation, Would have involved ap t 


tacit acknowledgment both of the Juſtice/of the 
one, and the trutſt of the other. "To his own 


ee maſter he ſtandeth or falleth; and we ſhall. 


not preſume to decide further, than that, with 


our views of the ſubject, it became dur duty to 


refuſe 4 voluntary compliance "with his ex- 


actions. But George Markham will not allow 


us the rights of conſcience, in caſes where the 


law has fpoken out and decided: he tilt ſays, * a 


« our holy religion exhorts every ſdul to be 
« ſubject to the higher powers,” We think i it 


15, Kc. that the apoſtle did not incend to ſub- 
ject the dictates of conſcience to the authority 
of temporal laws and magiſtrates ;' and our op- 


ponent, before he again produced this apoſtolit. 
exhortation, ſhould have anſwered the argu» 


ments, which we had advanced to ſhow its con · 


n with the right of private . 
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in Mutters of 2 ee nature. - The 


ciple which George Markham appears to ef. 


pouſe, would have eruſhed the reformation, 
and rendered an adherence to popery, With all 
its ſuperſtitions, a virtue: it ſeems. to juſtify 
perſecution; and tends to extinguiſh all im- 
provements in religion: We highly eſteem the 
laws and conſtitution of our country; and we 
hope that no perſon will think; that we depre- 
_ ciate theſe laws, when we prefer before them 
the great law of our duty to the King of Kings. 

Our opponent is unwilling that we ſhould 
enjoy the rights of conſcience, in the cafe before 
us, becauſe, as he ſays, there is no proof that 
the ſcruple is well founded: * Although the 
e non-payment of tithes may be a conſcientious 
principle among Quakers, what proof have 
« we that it is founded in truth? Quakers may 
« act right in their refuſal of tithes, according 
« to their ideas of right; but Rill-it remains to 
« begproved that they are right. Our Queen 
« Mary, of fire and faggot memory, ated only 
* from the dictates of her confcience, in the 
. moſt bloody tragedies of her reign; yet this 
«* does not convince a Quaker of the rectitude of 
* her J ev . What does this NG 


„ 


Fgenos is 10 be admitted. The e Sant 
this poſition contains no principle eee 


ittends merely to eſtabliſh the magiſtrates c 


and the latter, unequivocally ſypports perſecu- 
tion. Toleration implies that the principles or 
practices tolerated, are ſuppoſed to be erroneous, 


but ſincerely adopted, lf, therefore, George 


Markham will not allow liberty of conſcience to 
| thoſe, whoſe principles, however fincerely pro- 
felled, are not acknowledged to be juſt, it in in- 


oontrovertible that he is of an intolerant 
and perſecutiug diſpoſition, If Queen Mary, 

and many others of the ſame ſpirit, per- 
ſuaded themſelves that they were doing right, 
in perſecuting men, that would not juſtify 
them, in the judgment of thoſe who meaſuted 
their conduct by this excellent rule, By their 
5 fruits ye ſhall know them.“ Perſons Wh 
| plead the di diftates of conſeience, in ſupport of a 
conduct marked by fire and faggots, oppreſſion, 
or intoleranoe, proclaim their own deluſions; 
and have no juſt pretenſions to eredit or favour. 
The pleas of ſuch miſguided perſons, cannot 
operate ägainſt the rights of conſcience; or 
invalidate the arguments in fav our of toleration 
and indulgence. Toleration proceeds on . 
liberal L{uppolition,/ that poſſibly the perſons. 
tolerated may be in the right, or that their 
principles are harmleſs; but this ſuppoſition 
i * deſtroyed, when their tenets lead thoſe - 
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then, is perfectly conſiſtent in withdrawing his 


protection from thoſe who. have W 5 de- 


ceived him. On this ground we are willing to 
be tried. Our principles lead us to a peaceable 
and inoffenſive life: whatever remonſtrances we 
may think proper to make againſt oppreſſion 
and injuſtice, or whatever rights we may claim, 
we can never approve of violence towards 
others, or the leaſt e of the oy! of 
foctevy." g 1,244 

- Our: e Kill. thinks that theſe — — - 
are not ſufficient to entitle us to liberty of con- 


ſcience. An indulgence to one man, or ſet or 
ſect of men, on one occaſion, he ſuppoſes would 15 
lead to another: and he dreads the confuſions 


and political convulſions, which might thence 


enſue.“ And does he ſeriouſly think, that the 


rights of conſcience are to be invaded and de- 
ſtroyed, on ſuch grounds? Nothing can be 


clearer than that the truth or goodneſs of any 
principle or practice, cannot be juſtly impeached 


from the abuſes to which it may occaſionally 
give riſe. Theſe may occupy the vigilance of ru - 
lers, but ſhould never be ſuffered to weaken or 
deſtroy the principle. Till the Legiſlature there- 


fore ſhall ſee it reaſonable to grant full indul. 5 
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perſons to become opprefom of e and N 
violaters of the peace of Society. The magiſtrate 
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he not sive ſome inſtances; of this d 


the credit ey ion Ke as 5 


fer for them; andy chat our proſecutors ſhould: 


not have it in their power, to leave the milder 
„and reſort to thoſe which 
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very unjuſtly »(uppoles; _ * 
harp urn Society are much . 


poſed to abuſe the privileges they poſſeſs j/and' - 


Ne that if we durſt, we moſt afſuredly! 
would, refuſe to contribute to the public re 
venue for general improvement; and tot pν¹ 
taxes for the ſupport of the poor. Way dd 
77 * 
nature is ſtrongly bent towards any ab-. 
e eſpecially if many: years, and many opportu · 
to afford {cope for that exhibition. 
| The reader will doubtleſs. give more credit to ; 


Markham. ae before obſerved, the Act of 


— 


George the Firſt expreſzly ſays, t that it is evi- 
dent, that the people Ae Quakers have not 
« 2buſed the liberty and indulgence allo ed to 
them by law. This Society has always evinced 

a readineſs to contribute to the ſupport of civil - 
Government, and to the welfare of the com- 
munity. Their meetings 1 diſcipline are Cares a 
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ſul, by frequent de to quard agalafs | 
defrauding the revenue, One of their inquiries, 
anſwered at every Yearly Meeting, runs thus? 
Are Friends clear of defrauding the King f 
e his cuſtoms, duties, and exciſey and of uſing, _ 


ciety do not increnſe this public burden. The 
inquiry on this head, mage as aforeſaid, is,” 
«Are the neceſſities af the poor among yon. 
| E properly inſpected and relieved ; and is yu 1 
| care taken of the education af their off. 
e # opring?” We truſt that nothing further iy 
| neceſſary, to clear the Society: from the un- 
| __ warrantable inſinuations af our opponent, on 
theſe points; or to ſhow, that his arguments i 
to maintain the intolerant en for any ; 
he contends, are abortive. © ho 
We. ſhall now conſider the -nogumond which 
George Markham views, ag" the great ſupport 
of his right to claim tithes from us. The 
Quakers Defence,” ſays he, ( does not attempt 
to combat the great leading argument, ori- 
F « ginating in natural reaſon, that 4 Parlſh” ' 
* Prieſt of the eſtabliſhment, being excluded 
« from other lucrative profeſſions, is entitled to 
A thecomforts and moderate enjoyments of life, =» | 
fl pak their expenſe for whoſe benefits, for whoſe 1 
| 9 6 * 


„or dealing in, goods ſuſpeſted to be run? “?“ 
With reſpect to providing far the poor, we noet 
| only contribute freely ta the general ſupport of 
1 them, according to the proyifions\ af the law, 
1 but we take care that the por of aur own - 


[ 


8 ren . its ab he iy an officer 


our opponent Is entitled to nothing from us. 


Wiſer. — — for. whoſy ſyles;!” he: 


Inſtead: of having laboured or made ſacrifices 
for dur boneſſt, he has very rarely come Into 
"theipariſhy and we do net recollect a ſingie 
effart of his to do us any good. Here, perhaps. 
we ſhall be told that he has another 


ere ſatedly pe peach for him in the parim. 


each the Goſpel by proxy ? This is 
N70 A well might he expect to become 


5 plous and virtuous, and obtain the kingdom of 
Heaven, by proxy, as to communicate tq ano- 


ther thofe Divine influences, by which. 9 
the Goſpel can be effectually preached; "Was / 


it not enough for this intereſted man, in viola». 
tien 'of the A any W. 


4 freely ye have received, 


„to enter on the ſacred office witk 


views 15 05 gain, and to make à trade of 
diſpenſing the divine goodneſs, without endea- 


vouring to drive that trade to the greateſt ad- 


valitagy, by employing others to extend itꝰ 


On the plaineſt principles of reaſon and equity,” . 


He renders us no ſervices: he holds an office 


W 


* 


8 


%% 
at 08 


0 8 „ 
ti al 


toregoes other means of ſupport, it certainly. == 

does not operate againſt thoſe; for whoſe ſake 
and benefit he bag never done amy thing; and 

who neither aſked nor deſired hie afliftines,, 
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f chat does not aldelnt it hy really. an affront N 
to reaſon, to ſay (as he muſt if hle remarks 
apply to us) that a right to reward for doing 


nothing, „ originates in natural reaſon.“ If the | 


laws give him ſuck a right, he ought ho. 
_ aſhamed. to accept or make uſe of it. 


There | is another, principle, upon ble 
George Markham argues the neceſſity of out 
contributing to his maintenance, namely, *that a 
he is an officer of, the Eceleſiaſtical ſtabliſn. 
ment, which being, in his judgment, an inſtitu 
tion eſſential, or eminently: uſeful, to the Ts 
port of religion, every ſubject, he concludes, is 


bound to unite in maintaining W Whether 2 f 


religion is better promoted by ſuch an eſtabli 


ment, than by leaving it to its own. - nature and 
tendency, unfettered by any connexion with 


the State, may juſtly be queſtioned... Genuine 
chriſtianity never proſpered more than during | 


the three firſt centuries, when it was \unpro- 
| tected by the Civil Powers ; ; and it has' often 


been remarked, that, after its connexion with 


the State, though it acquired great ſplendour 


and external dignity, it loſt much of its charac» 
teriſtic purity and excellence. Legiſlative pro- 
viſions, and even a Civil Eſtabliſhment, for 
ſuppreſſing vice and immorality, and the, en- 
couragement of virtue, we highly approve; 


but an e Eſtabliſhment, with * * 
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vious appendages, does not, we:think,\well ac 
= with the nature of religion In general, or 
of ehriſtlanky in particular, Whatever benefits 
may de ſuppoſed to accrue from an inſtitution 
ol this kind, we believe that it does not, on the 
whole, promote the real [intereſts of piety and | 
religion. N The comparative mildneſs of the 


Engliſh Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſhment, and the . 


iss fuch a ſyſtem, deprived of its more for- 
midable and pernicious appen dages, may have 


induced many moderate and well diſpoſed N 


8 to believe, that an inſtitution of this na- 


4 ght. be tnade highly conducive to the pre- 5 


ſervation and advanechient of religion: but if 
the principles and tendency of ſuch a plan, are 
not congenial with the nature and ſpirit of 
chriſtianity, there are no limitations, or pallia-, 7 
ting circumſtances, that can authoriſe and ſup- 
port it. On this ſubject, we. ſhall lay before 
the reader a ſhort extract from the ſentiments: 
of the great Locke, whoſe comprehenſive. and 
liberal mind, gave weight to his opinions, eſpe- 
cClally on a ſubject which: he had ſtudied/ with 
great attentian. It! is not my buſineſa, fays' | 
he,“ to inquire here into the power or dignity 
% of the Clergy. This only 1 ſay, that Whence- 5 
, ſoever, their authority be ſprung, fince it is 
« Eccleſiaſtical, it ought to; be. confined within 


* * 


4 * the bounds of the Church, nor can it in any IG 


66 manner be extended to civil affairs; becauſe. 
Mt Fon church itſelf Is . een 8 


- 6 and diſting from the common end The : 


(6 5 


&* boundaries on both ſides: are fixed and im- 


- movable. He jumbles heayen and earth to- 


* gether, the things moſt remote and oppoſite, 
% who- mixes theſe two ſocieties; which are in 
6 their original, end, buſineſs, and in every 


86 thing, perfectly diſtinct and infinitely different 


* from each other.” Letter concerning Toleration; 

"Theſe being our ſentiments, we cannot per- 
ceive that George Markham has any claim upon 
us, from his being an officer of an eſtabliſhment, 
which we are not convinced is eſſential to the 


welfare of religion and the community. If he 


allege, that the laws direct our active compliance, 


we anfwer, as before, that we are ready to yield 
obedience to the laws of our country, when 


they do not interfere with the rights of con- 


ſcience; and when they do, we hope to ex- 
perience the lenity of our rulers; but, above all, 


we conſide in the protection of Divine Provie' 


dence, 
Our Antagoniſt i is ſo ſtrenuous an n 
for compulſory maintenance, that he ventures 


to preſs even the Apoſtle Paul into his ſervice; 


and to make him ſpeak a language which con- 
tradicts the whole tenor of his chriſtian life and 
labours: St. Paul, ſays he,“ was perpetually 
© exciting the bounty of the people to whom 
he miniſtered, by "— degree of ems | 
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<«<huting to his wants. T0 Ne this aſſer- 


of God freely In all things, I hae kept my- 
«4 ſelf from being burthenſome to'you and % 
« ] will keep myſelf— I ſeek not yours, but yu 


Did 1 make à gain of you, by any ibm 
_ * ſent unto you? Did Titus make a gain of you?. 


« Walked we not in the ſame ſpirit 71 have 


6 « coveted no man's filver, or gold; or apparel. 
« Yea, yow yourſelves know, that "theſe hands 
e have miniſtered to my neceſſities, and to them 


that were with me. I have ſhowed you all 


? une how that ſo labouring ye ought to ſußp- 
< port the weak; and to remember the words 


of the Lord Jeſus, how he ſaid, It is more 


< bleſſed to give than to receive.” If theſe diſ- 


intereſted, generous fentiments'can be recon 


with the principle of forcing contributions from 
others, for preaching the Goſpel, we'may recon. 
cile virtue with Les, and make contradiftions | 

coaleſce. | WY os A CIA | | 


Whatever interpretation may be given te any 
of this Apoſtle's other 
 tainly be conſiſtent with declarations ſo poſitive 


:& : \Ninifter's | 


juſt tecitoed. 
in the property of others, expreſſed by this 


Apoſtle, or mentioned in the new Teſtament, 


5 e to be founded on conſent, and on the 


* 
| . 


tion, nothing more is neceſſary than to qudte e 


few of the Apoſtle's own declarations' on this 
ſubject ©1 have preached to you the Goſpel 


it Mould der! 


and unequivocal as thoſe are _ we have 
t to Mare 


communication 3 
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tommunication of ſpiritual Wel ; tobe limiead 
to food and raiment; and to have been exerciſed, 
only whilſtthe receiver wasſo diligently employed 
in preaching and ſpreading the Goſpel, that he 
couldnot apply to the means of ſupport. On thefe 
conditions, and on theſe terms, we have no ap- 
prehenſion that George Markham will __ 
any demands upon us. 

However explicit may be the conditlods he 
terms preſcribed i in the Goſpel, to thoſe ho 
claim a maintenance from others, our opponent 
thinks he evades the force of them, by ſaying, 
that they are not applicable to the circumſtances 
of the preſent times. There is a wide dif- 
< ference,” ſays he, between the circum- 
& ſtances of the Apoſtles, and thoſe in which, ac- 
T cording to the progreſſive plan of Providence, 
te the Miniſters. of religion are placed in. the 
** preſent age. They are not advanced to the 
“ miniſterial functions, but after a long courſe 
ce of expenſive education, and a ſacrifice of all 
te Other ſecular occupations.“ That the Miniſ- 
ters of religion are not, in the preſent day, as 
they were in the days of the Apoſtles, em- 

powered to work miracles, we readily admit; 
but chat the eſſential qualifications of a Miniſter. 
of the Goſpel are different now, .from thoſe 
which, were then neceſſary, is a poſition to 
which we cannot aſſent. He that commiſſioned 


More Truth,“ p. 16. 


his 


ny 76 on e WER 
dme to go nd ptescht ths 


Goſpel, ſpoke to all their genuine ſucceſſars, 9 
when he- expreſſed the qualification then neceſ- 


this Minifere, ae l t 


ſary; „Lol I am with you always, even to 
the end of the world. An ardent deſire ſor 
the final happineſs.of men z a deep ſenſe of tho 
important duty; and the preſence: and power, 
of the great Head of the Church accompanying 
his labours; were then, and have ever ſince 


been, the grand conſtituents of a true Miniſter 


of the | Goſpel, No qualifications inferior to 
theſe, are ſufficient! to ſupport and animate the 
| foul, in its diſcharge. of ſo arduous and awful a 


work; or to reach the ſeat of corruption in 
the perſons addreſſed, and powerfully awak - 


en them to a juſt ſenſe of the evil of fin, 
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and the beauty and excellence of holineſs. 
Learning and knowledge may enable the poſ-. 
ſeſſor to ſpeak with propriety; to arrange and 
diſcuſs religious ſubhecls in a rational and 


ſcientific manner; and, by the powers of lan - 


guage, to make tranſient impreſſions on the 


heart: but if performances of this nature 


can properly be called preaching the Goipel, | 


men of corrupt minds, men whoſe: views 
are altogether worldly, may be Miniſters 

of religion, If, on the contrary, the qualifica-... - 
tions which have been mentioned, are the true 


requiſites to the right diſcharge of this holy 


office, men of pure hearts, and who are re- 


deemed ROM bars 1 755 N N a ny be 


4 


1 declaring unto you the teſtimony of God: 


"iy Wk. ©) 
| kit ſubjects of the facred anointing, though, they 
| have not acquired à great portion of learhing 


or knowledge. We do not under value theſe __ 


advantages, when we tefuſe tu attribute to them 


powers which they do not poſleſs. As ſubor- 
dinate inſtruments, they may become uſeful, 


though they are not neceſſary, to a Miniſter of 
the Goſpel. Of how little value they are, in 
compariſon of that Divine influence which is 
the true preacher's qualification, we are taught 


% And I, brethren, when I came to you, came 
% not with excellency of ſpeech or of wiſdom, 


«For 1 determined not to know any thing 
Among you ſave Jeſus Chriſt, and him eruei- 


« fied. And 1 was with you in weakneſs, and 


" in fear, and in much trembling, And my 


en ſpeech and my preaching: was not with en - 


by the Apoſtle Paul, in the following paſſage: ' ; 


« ticing words of man's wiſdom, but in de | 


« monſtration of the ſpirit and of power ; that 


« your faith ſhould not ſtand in the wiſdom of 


es men, but in the power of God”? “ 

Ihe neceſlity and the ſufficiency of this-Holy 
ſpirit to a Miniſter of the Goſpel, is abundantly 
ſet forth in the new Teſtament: and as there 
is not to be found in it the leaſt intimatlon of a 


change in the-qualifications, -negording to the = 


nature of ſucceeding times and circumſtances, 


it is highly unwarrantable in George Markham, 


for the ſake of ſupporting his point, to hold up 
ſuch an idea, If * has miſtaken the true re- 
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great Expenſe to dequire jtdn a way. that can 

die ver be ſuccefsful, it is extremely unreaſonable = * 

to make this a pretence. for laying vs under  »» 

contribution, ruining our eſtates, and depriving — 

n liberty,” Our opponent tells us, that 

we ſhould apply our objectlons to the Legit. 
Nn not to him; he has acted only under 
the direction of the laws,” But we muſt take 
the lberty to remonſtrate 1% bim. The laws 
do not (compel him, either to purſue ſuch a 
mode of obtaining a livelihood, or to purſue it 
in a manner the moſt oppreſſive to his pariſh- 

' foners. Both theſe ate his voluntary acts; and 
he is certainly accountable for were! may in 
them that is wrong. "NE FT BL 0 
Our opponent, to crown bis arguments d 
allegations-4n favour of tithes, and againſt our 
refuſal to pay them, aſſerts, that we have 
virtually agreed to their impoſition. The 
« defendatits,” ſuys he, + * by purchaſing or 
« occupying lands, have tacitly aſſented to all 

* the conditions under which land can be 

- « holden, \ But the payment of tithes is a well 
% known condition. Therefore they have vo- 

e Juntarily pledged themſelves to the payment 8. 
«of tithes.“ We deny the minor propoſition {SR 
of this ſyllogiſm: the voluntary payment of | 

tithes is not a well owe ee of ns 
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land, The utmoſt that can be faid, is, that the _ 


tenant knows, that he inuſt either pay them vo- 
luntarily, or ſubmit to have them taken from 
him by legal proceſs. Whien he concludes to ſub» 
mit to the impoſition, and not to oppoſe the 
| operation of the law, he does not agree to pay 
the tithes, nor give his aſſent to the juſtice of 
the principle which eſtabliſhes them. He that 
reſides under a deſpotic Government, does not, 
therefore, aſſont to the tyrannical laws which 
are made, though he may chooſe paſſively to 
ſubmit, for conſcience ſake, to their ſeveritles. 
If George Markham reſided in Turkey, would 
he deem it a fair inference, that therefore he 
approved, or conſented to, all the arbitrary ex - 
actions he might experietice ? This reaſoning is, 
perhaps, not the leſs concluſive, for its ſtating a 
ſtrong caſe. We wiſh the impoſition of Tithes 
were wholly removed] but ſince a great part of 
the land in this kingdom, is ſubjeR to them, and 
it is not often in our power to chooſe, we fre- 
quently take ſuch farms but never conſent to 
pay the tithes z nor is it ever expected from us, 
elther by our landlords, or the clergy, When, 
therefore, we are proſecuted for theſe demands, 
we do not think that our paſſive ſubmiſſion to 
the dlrectlons of law, warrants our proſecutor in 
chooſing the ſevereſt meaſures, or precludes us 
from remonſtrating againſt his conduct, 
It is neceſſary to examine the ſuppoſed ue” 


„ 
of the condition; which Grams Markham uri 
is annexed to the holding of land. The tenant, 


it ſeems, has procured his farm, ſubject to tithes, 

at a rate proportionably lower on that account; 
and therefore, it is preſumed, he ought to pa 
them, and admit the juſtice of the pl $8.4 
There is ſomething plauſible in this ſtatement z, 


but that the argument is not ſolid, we hope to 


demonſtrate, to the reader's ſattafadtion,. That 
eſtates ſo encuinbered may be generally leaſed at | 


a rent inferior to land that is free, we readily 


admit; but that the difference is equal to the | 


The 


amount bf the tithes, we cannot allow. 


landlord procures as qfent a price as may be in 
his power, for land fable to this impoſition}. 


and that price depends on the demand for farms, 
and the elteumſtances of tenants, The differ. 
ence therefore le ſometimes more, ſometlines 


leſs, but not governed merely by the tithe en. 
cumbrance. Beſides, the tithe ſe pald by the 


foch, or oftate of the vecupler, and In 
proportion to hls whole prodved, Now, as this 
uee map be very great, or very little, ae. 
cording to thy kill, Induſtry, and Improvements, 
of the tenant, and according to other elreum . 
ſtances, It Id evident, that * tithes muſt. de 
proportlonably different) and that, confequents _ 
ly, they nelther are, nor can be, adjuſted In the 
rent of the tenant, They depend on con» 

tingencles, which Fon of the lan 


\ 


dh un. 
able 


1 


able to foreſee or control. On this point we. 


into no compromiſe with him reſpecti 


amount of the tithes is dedWiſted from the rent, 


(WY 7 


may further obſerve, that whatever may be the 
diminution of rent made by the landlord, on 
account of his eſtate being titheable, we enter 
the 
tithes; We do not agree or purpoſe to pay them, 


either wholly or in patt z nor hold up any idea 


of ſuch an intention, 
If, however, we ſhoulds; 


alt, that the full 


or price of the land, would I Renee follow that 
the demand is juſt, that It ought te be paid, 
and ſhould be acquieſeed in? We held theſe 


points in the negative. We think It has been 


ſhown, that theſe eneumbranees were originally 
founded in error and ſuperſtition z and that 


mie arguments alleged in ſupport of them, are 


not concluſive, We now add, that as the laws 
which expreſs the gift of tithes, do not grant a 


| tenth of the land, but of the labour and induſtry 


of ſucceſſive generations, and that, not for the 


benefit of the State, but for the intereſt of a par- 


ticular order of men, they bear ſtill ſtronger 


marks of injuſtice, and unreaſonable impoſition, 


Viewing theſe exactlons in the light in which 


| we have placed them, and as they impreſs our 


own minds, we muſt think it equitable that they 

ſhould be entirely aboliſhed, even ſuppoſing that 
their long continuance had proportionably 
lowered the price of land, and diminiſhed the 


| 1 
[ : '1 1 A 


kent bf fürms. f dhe greater pare or tue lte 


mm England, by the unjuſt eneronchments of 3 
foreign power; had, for à long period, been laid 
under contributton, tin the vale of it funk th 
proportion to the Impoſt, would it be incquits. 
ble in the owners and tenants of land, to Fes 
monſtrate agulnſt the impofitlon, and to dope 
every peaceable/and lawful means to remeve le 

In every point of ' view, therefore, the ertekſen 
of tithes appears te us te be unjuftifiable i And 
we think that the eonfelentious feruples which" 
we feel agalnſt paying them, have « Juſt foundas 
tlon, both in 8erlpture'and In reaſon; and en. 
title us to the charity and forbearance of khefe 


_ who may 2 very different ſontim ent: 
The work In which we engaged Is now com» 


pl 


not laboured In valn, We truſt that the reader 
has received ample proof, that George Mark» 
ham did not, as à good neighbour and a chriſtian, 
properly endeavour to obtain his demands be» 
fore the Juſtices ; and that his apologies for not 
doing it, are evaſive ; that after he had forced ' 


us into the Court of Exchequer, he voluntarily 


delayed the huſineſt, and increaſed the expenſes; 
and aggravated theſe injuries, by charging them 


upon us; that, after he had caſt us into priſon, _ 


eted j and we perſuade ourfelves, that we have! = 


4 
8 


he unfeelingly kept us there upwards of twa 


years, withqut taking any legal ſteps to obtain 
"IR. gy . ns 


(86) 
boured to prejudice the public mind again. 
us, by miſrepreſentation and abuſe; that he 
ed at laſt to a ſevere accompliſhment of. 
his object, by ſtripping moſt of the defendants. 
of nearly the whole of their property; that he 
has interſperſed his work with numerous aſſer- 
tlons and refletions, deſigned to injure us and 
ethers, but which have no juſt foundation ; and 
that, from the real religious ſcruples which we 
feel againſt the payment of tithes, we have a, 
right to liberty of conſcience, and to be treated 
with moderation and charſty. After ſuch a. 
ſeries of injuries, and fo much abuſe, it is ſurs, 
priſing to find our opponent declaring, in the 
laſt page of his book, That he could reflect 
« with pride and triumph on his own conduct.“ 
Such a pride, and ſuch a triumph, we do not 
envy him: but we lament that he can pride. 
himſelf in oppreſſion, and glory in his ſhamel'” 
We ſhall now take our leave of George 
Markham, perhaps finally. The ſubject has 
been ſo fully diſcuſſed, and, we truſt, his con- 
duct and miſrepreſentations ſo clearly expoſec 
that it would be an' unwarrantable intruſion on 
the public attention, to call it again to a con- 
teſt that can be no longer intereſting, If he 
ſhould again come forward, we ſhall” rely on 
the candour and judgment of his leaders, ; We 
hall hope that, as ſo many of his aſſertions, urged 


with coplidence and * have - been 
5 * "WO 


"os ws 


proved to be unfounded, his future 3 
and ſtatements, will be ſuppoſed to be equally 
groundleſs and fallacious, and equally liable to 
refutation, We do not, however, mean to 
preclude ourſelvey from a reply, if he ſhould 
| advance any thing that is new, and of impor. 

tance ſufficient to demand our notice, and claim/ 
the reader's attention, We ſincerely wiſh he 
may become ſenſible of his ſevere and unjuſt 
treatment of us, and let what is paſt of this na- 
ture ſuffice, We feel no animoſity againſt him, 
no wiſh to diftreſy him but, on the contrary, 

a real deſire for his true happineſs. A proper 
ſenſe of his having done wrong jn this buſineſs, 
would afford us great ſatisfaction on his accounts. 
The comfort to be derived from ſuch a'change 


N 


of mind, would bury in oblivion every paln 
ful remembrance of the ſufferings 


which he has 
| occaſioned. That this may yet be the happy 
Iſſue of the controverſy between 1 4 our ſin. 
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7 be i fllwing oe was i pubied in the ry 
1795. 5 


14 1* the twelfth month, 1779, George Markham became poſſeſſed 
of the Vicarage of Carlton, in the Weſt«Riding of Yorkſhire. 
About the latter part of 1781, or the beginning of 179, he pro- 
cured a ſummons for ſome Friends to appear before the Juſtices, 


at the time of the Quarter Seſſions, at Skipton, to ſhew cauſe why 

they did not comply with bis demande for ſmall tithes. They 

duly obeyed the ſummone, and appeared before the Juſtices 3 

who, after examining one of them, reſpecting the nature and clre 
| elimſtances of the Yicar's claim, deemed it unreaſonablez as ext» 

ceeding a tenth of the value of the titheable property, and refuſed, 
to allow it 3 but obſerved to him, that If. he would make reaſon» 
able demands, they would grant him warrants to obtain them, 
The ſaid George Markham, notwithſtanding this remenſtranee, 
refuſed to make any abatement of his claims and, reſuming hls 
Pipers, declared that he would purſue another method, and that 
ny man ſhould be ſerved with an Exchequer Writ, 

Ni e, SRO TAR IN. 

In this ſtate, however, the caſe remained for about four ne | 
when the Vicar commenced a ſult ln the Court of Exchequer, , 
againſt fix 'perſons, one only of whom was a member of the fald 
Society, This proceeding was oppoſed on the. ground of a 
modus, which the n thought they ale 1 to let up i 
agalnſt k. 1 opt e 


Had the proſecutor waited the iſſue of this ſult (by blieb 8 
W _ en let e he nnen another, 


t 3 


4 great teat of expen(s, and much anxiety of mind, might have 
been prevented ; but, inſtead of this prudential ſuſpenhon, the ſaid | 
George Markham; in the fifth month, 1789, Whilſt the above Tull = 
was pending, obtained proceſſes out of the ſaid Court of Exche- 
Auer, againſt the following perſons, which were accordingly ſerved 


upon them John Wilkinſon, William Hartley, Henry Wormall, 


Fame: Walton, Grate Slater, Mary Slater, Yohn Wormall, Joſeph 
Brown, Joſeph Wilkinſon, and Henry King. | 
After the complainant had fled his bill, 150 the defendants had 


put in their anſwer, ſo little progreſs was for ſome time made in 


the ſult, as to encourage a hope that he would relinquiſh the op- 
preſſive mode of proſecutlon which he had adopted, In this hope 
they were, however, diſappointed y for In the year 1791, the com- 
plainant proceeded to examine evidence, by a commiſſion, in ſup · 
port of his allegatlons. In the bill he ftated his InduMlon to the 
living, his corfequent legal right to the ſmall tithes, the oetus 
paney of the defendante in hls pariſh, thelr having had much tithe» 
able produce, and thelr not ſetting out, but detalning, the tithe, 


The defendants, In thelr anfwer, 41d not deny the eomplatnint's 
Jegnt induction, but ſtated thelr being of the Boelety of people 
ealled Qyakers, and thelr relſglous ſeruple againſt complying with 
any demands of this nature that they had never ſet out or ren» 
deved any tithes to the ſald complainant, or to any other clergy» 
man. They mentioned the ſummary, and comparatively eaſy, 
mode of proceeding for ſuch demands, provided by att of Partta. © 
merit; that they had at no time reſiſted the taking of their goods 
by legal authority for any ſuch claims j and fuld they had heard 
that's ſmall payment had been cuſtomarily made, in lieu oftütbeabtg 
graſs made into hay. 


Aſter thefe proceedings, the e Was applied to, ang 
remonſtrated with on the ſoverity and hardſhip of the ſult j and was 
particularly Informed, that the legality of the elalm was then no 
longer diſputed and that the defendants bad not adduced any 
whtneſfes to ſupport the plea of a modus, This application proved 
of no effect, the ſaid George Markham alleging the amount of 
the cofts alrendy incurred, as a reaſan for proceeding in the buſl» 
neſb. The (uit was therefore continued, though with confider« 
abie aeldyy; «ill a decree wiv obtained againſt the defendants, for 
the 
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1 „„ 0 WT 
Yohn Wormall,, 7 _—_ l , te e 
Mary Stansfield, re TW /’ of © | 
Henry Wormalh \2s Gil ©, 4194 uf 
Henry King, „ Mie 15 7 6 5 „ 
Jobs kn, 1 % „ 0 
William Hartley, ig 40 10 1 5 „e 85 
opt Brow, 9 5 „ % „%, 
James Walton, 8 26 20 8} 7.22 of 


Coſts of ſult 163 6 © 


This partleular katemebt demonſtrates how clearly theſe dew F 


mands, if they had not been ſwelled by a delay which almoſt ap» 
pears to have been Intentional, were within the powers of the 
Ad of Willlam the Third and George the Firſt; of the operation” 
| of which the ſald George Markham could not be denen oo 
having in the Arſt Inſtance applied to the Jules. 


n may be proper to a that the. variation" of the decree 


from the firſt proceſs, with reſpeck to the names of ſome of the 


i 


defendante, bay been pecaſianed by the deceaſe of ner Nun 1. 


, and the martlage of Yohn Stangfield with Mary Mater, 
as it was obvious, that if the IRS. would perſiſt in kts 1. 


tentlons of purſuing the full effe&t of the decree, there wotid bo 


no probability of eſcaping ite, diſtreſſing conſequences, conſiders - 


able pains were taken to confer with bie, and to lay the matter - 


ſeriouſly. on his canſalence 1 but theſe endeavours were fruitleſs, / 


av be tefuſe to grant an aun to. dhe e ba by 


tempted to ſpeak with W 5 WHY 


This Hecrauny ae ey at ung gargled to . TY 


for, on the z6th of the Afth month, 1794, after having been ha- 


raſſed with the proceedings abayt, Ox years, the perſons under» = 


mentianed were, by attachment out of the ſaid Court, I 
n aud Wan the county. Jall at Varks ** 


hey 


* 
# 3 2 


ere, 


7 


1 6 


they All remaln In eonfluement, Moſt of them are In 1 
elreumſtances, and all of them dependent on thelr indufiry for 


ſupport, 


The following le a ſtate of thelr families, he 

Wormall, has a wife, his age near ſeventy. | 

Stangfield, a wife and two ſmall children, 

Henry Wormall, à wife and five mall children, 

Henry King a wife and ſeven children, | ** 

John Wilkinſon, a ſingle man, e 

William Harthy, à Wife and four children, 

Joſeph Brown, a wife and ten children, but ſome who them not 
dependent on him, 

James Walton, un wo and (Ix ſill children, 


As thelr friends of the ſame Soclety are precluded, 6 the ſame 
religious principle, from diſcharging the above demands;theſeperſons 
will probably continue In priſon until a ſequeſtration be iſſued, and 
enough of their property be diſtrained to anſwer the ſaid adjudged 


demands and coſts, This, as ſome of them are poor, will pro- 
bably ſtrip them of all thelr little property which even in that 


eaſe may not be ſufficlent to ſatisfy the elalm, fince their Imprl- 


ſonment has already rendered ſome of thelr numerous families de- 


pendent on the charity of thelr friends, for that ſupport which 


the labour of the huſband had uſually procured, But to prevent 


miſapprehenſions on this ſubjeR, It le neceſſary to contradit an 
opinion which is generally entertained, that the Boclety has a fund 


for relmburſing thoſe who ſuffer, on account of Tithes or other 
Eccleſiaſtical Demande; and that it is, for this purpoſe, the accounts 


for ſufferings, mentioned in the Yearly-Meeting's Epiſtles, are 


collected and preſerved, The Society has no ſuch fund nor ig 
any pecunlary relief afforded to thoſe who ſuſtain loſſes of this na- 
ture, unleſs their neceſſities render them objeRs of charity in 

which caſe, it Is well known, the Spciety relieves all its members, 


Before the cloſe of this repreſentation, It may not be improper 
to obſerve, that the objeQions which this Society make to the 
payment of Tithes, and things of that nature, proceed not from 
diſreſpe& to the laws and government z. but from a ſincere belief 
that theſe claims are contrary to the precepts of Chriſt, „ 


n Lawgirer, and to the ſpirit and tenor of the Goſpel. The 
_ priſoners, 


a 


priſoners, therefore, whilf they believe it to be thely duty paſſively 
to bear teſtimony agalnſt all demands. of. this kind, however 
enforced, cannot but view It as a great aggravation of their ſuffers 
lage, to be profecuted In u Court In which the charges are heavy. 
and rulnous, and by which they are torn from thelr Wan 

_ ecoupations, and thelr bodles put In contne ment. 
- Fl VBSEO HE TY TT y 46 +f; TT YWAT 
_ Signed by the Priſpnere, In the Caſtle at York, : Wy 
the fourth day of the youth un 701. | CUNT 
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f Af it 10 vals alleged, that the Wales 4 when ſummoned before 
| the Juſtices, pleaded a modus In bar of George Markbam's - 
 elaimz and thereby precluded him from proceeding ia 4 
 ſamniary and far leſs opprefiive way, than by a (uit in the 
| Court of Exchequer f It le deemed proper to ſubjoln the fol- 
_ owing une, 4 addition to the foregoing narrative, 


We eb mal ali Henry Wermall, pritoners In York | 
Cattle, at the ſuſt of George Markham, vicar of Carlton, for non- 
payment of Tubes, declare av follows} That we are the only 
perſons now living of the Soglety called Quakers, who were, on 
that account, ſuminoned, by the ſaid George Markham, to appear 
| before the Juſtices at the time of the Quarter Sefflons held 8 
Skipton about the 3 278: ; That we well remember that John 
Slater, Willlam Slater, William Warmalh, and Yon Wilkinſon, who 
are now deveaſed, were alſo A. e and appeared with us at - 
| the ſame time : That no perſon way examined by the Juſtices, o 4 
. 9 . he did uot * 
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3 mentlon of, a modus but that being n 
ere —— In ente he had no Fellglous ſpruple, the — 
appeared to be reaſonable 3 the fald William Wormall particularly - 
ecke to the ftatement of the value of Calves, which he cons 
«tive to be exorbltant y and that the Juſtlees, on Inquiry, being 
of the ſame judgment (deeming the demand to exreed u tenth of 
the titheable pr perty), defired the ſald George Markham e 
make his demand reaſonable, and that then they would grant him 
warrants of diſtreſs 4 but this the fald George Markham refufed 
to do 3 That ſeveral others of the Friends preſent defired that he 
the ſald George Markham would tell them, or let them ſee, his 
demand againſt them; but that his anſwer was, that he would 
ſue every man in the Exchequer, and that then they would know 
ls demand : That the time above referred to, was the only time | 
that we, or the Friends above mentioned, attended the Juſtices at _ 1 
the ſummons, or on account of the ſaid George Markham; and 9 
* that we are ready to affirm; that nothing occurred on the occaſion ; 7 
} aforeſaid relating to a modus, or that could in anywiſe, as we th 
ſorpoſe, put the buſineſs out of the juriſdiction of the Juſtices, 1 


ö except the unreaſonableneſs of the ſaid George Markham's de- 1 

wands: AmYhis we believe to be the only reaſon that the nd ̃ f 

George Markham did not then obtain warrants of diſtreſs, = 

York Caſtle, 9220 of third month, 2797. 2] 8 155 | E 

| 1 JOHN. WORMALL, * — 
4 Kan enn. 


Having read the above Jeckaration of Jobs Wormall and. 
. Wormall, and confidered the ſame, I do hereby declare, -" 4 
to the beſt of my recollection, the contents thereof are true; 1 
and that the complainant was diſmiſſed on no other groung 
than the exorbitancy of his demande. Witneſs * n at 1 
89 this a8th day of ren, 1797. „ bo 1 


unf Wickn n 

- One of his Majeſty's Juſtices of the Peace for the = 

Weſt-Riding of the county of York, before | " 

: +, Whom the before-mentioned yoaplaly' was A 
brought. 20 AP 97 
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